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ed to inquire into the expediency of making an appropria- 
fon for the improvement ot the navigation of the river 
Thames, in Connecticut. 

Mr. SIMONS offered the following resolution; 
which lies over: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed to 
furnish, in tabular form, for the use of this House, the sala- 
ries OF wages—daily, monthly, or yearly-—paid to the offi- 
cers, overseers, and laborers, and the prices paid for job 
work, in the arsenals and public works under his Depart- 
ment, in each, and during the years of 1840, 1541, 1842, and 
1843. : ; 

Mr. WILLIAMS submitted the following res- 
olution; which lies over one day: 

Resolved, That the Attorney General of the United States 
be instructed to make an annual report to the House of Rep 
resentatives of the official business done by him jn court 
during each preceding year, specifying the suits and prose- 
eutions to which he may have so attended; that he ascer 
tain and report the number of persons prosecuted in the 
several courts of the United States, the crimes for which, 
and the districts where such prosecutions were had, the 
result thereof, and the punishments awarded therefor ; that 
he make such observations and statements as, in bis opin- 
jon, the criminal jurisprudence and the proper and eco 
nomical administration of the criminal laws of the United 
States shall warrant and require, Also, that he ascertain, 
as far as practicable, and report a statement of the criminal 
prosecutions in the several States of the Union, specifying 
the nature of the offenses, and the punishments awarded 
therefor. 


Mr. ADAMS said he had no resolutions pf his 
own to offer; but he begged leave to present the 
resolutions of the Legislature of Massachusetts, 
which he offered the other day, asking for an 
amendment to the Constitution, so as to take 
away the representation founded on property in 
slaves. 

Objected to by several. 

Mr. ADAMS hoped the objections would be 
withdrawn; otherwise the action of. the commit- 
tee which had the same subject in charge would 
be delayed. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following; which 
lies over one day: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 


structed to report to this House a bill abolishing the Military 
Academy at West Point. 


Mr. KIRKPATRICK offered the following; 
which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be required to 
furnish this House-with a copy of the letter from Commo- 
dore Charles Stewart to the Seeretary of the Navy, of the 
23d March, 1843, respecting the organization of the Navy. 


Mr. MORSE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct 
ed to inquire into the expediency of reporting an appropria- 
tion for the removal of obstructions in the Sheepscot river, 
in the State of Maine. 


Mr. SEVERANCE submitted the following 
resolution; which was agreed to: ; 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of making an appropria- 
tion to improve the navigation of the Kennebeck river. 


Mr. DUNLAP submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be instructed to inquire into the claims of Amaziah Good- 


Winto @ pension, upon papers herewith submitted, with 
leave to report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. HAMLIN submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be di- 
rected to inquire into the expediency o¢ reporting an appro 
priation for the erection of a fortification upon Penobscot 
river, Maine, near Bucksport, upon the site lately purchased 
by the United States forthat purpose. 


Mr. SLIDELL submitted the following reso- 
ution; which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That an additional standing committee of five 
Members shall be appointed at the first session of each Con- 
fess, whose duties shall continue until the first session of 
the ensuing Congress, to be styled the Committee of Coim- 
age and Currency, who shall take into consideration the 
Watters which concern the coinage aud metallic curreney 
of the United States, whicl: shall be referred to them by 
the House, and to report their opinion thereon. 


Mr. CALDWELL submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and agreed to: 


Rewlved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Somerset to Paint Lick, in 
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Kentucky, by way of Crabb Orchard, and report by bill or 
otherwise. 


Mr. BOSSIER submitted the following; which 
was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of reporting, in 
the general appropriation bill, the estimated amount neces- 
sary for the repairs of the light-house and buoys at the 
mouth of Vermillion, in Vermillion bay, State of Louisi- 
ana. 


Mr. T. SMITH offered the following resolu- 
tions; which lie over for consideration: 

Resolved, That the heirs of Captain Robert Bealle, claim- 
ing commutation for the services of said Captain Robert 
Bealle, of the fifteenth Virginia regiment, on continental 
establishment, be taken from the files of this House, together 
wiih all the papers and evidences in the possession of this 
House relating to the petition and application of said heirs, 
and be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, 

Resolved, That the petition and papers of Mary D. Dibbie, 
of Switzerland county, Indiana, claiming commutation and 
other allowances due her father, William M. Smith, who 
was a colonel in the revolutionary war, commissioned by 
the State of Massachusetts. be taken from the fRes of this 


| House, and be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 


RESOLUTPONS, ETC. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, presented the resolu- 
tion of the General Assembly of Indiana, rela- 
tive to the completion of the Wabash and Ohio 
canal, (presented heretofore, February 4, 1843;) 
which was referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. 

Mr. RELFE presented a letter addressed to 
him by David Myerle, an agent appointed under 
direction of the late Navy Board, to give instruc- 
tions and encouragement in the culture of hemp 


| for the use of the Navy, giving statistical inform- 
| ation in the growth, produce, and manufacture 


of hemp in the United States, and its adaptation 


| to naval purposes; which was referred to the 


Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CARY presented the resolutions of the 
Legislature of the State of New York, onthe sub- 
ject of retrenchment in the expenses of the Gen- 
eral Government; and on the subject of a reduc- 


| tion of postage, and of abolishing or modifying 


the franking privilege; which were ordered to be 
printed. 
Mr. LYON presented the resolutions of the 


| Legislature of Michigan, instructing their Sena- 


tors and requesting their Representatives in Con- 


| gress to use their best endeavors to procure the 


passage of a law to refund the fine imposed on 


| General Jackson by Judge Hall; which were laid 


on the table, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. WISE asked permission to present to the 
House a communication which he had received 


| from a gentleman whose conduct had been im- 


peached, by a documentsome time since presented 


| to the House by the Delegate from Florida, {Mr. 
| Levy;] and on his motion it was committed to 
| the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CARY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill to confirm the sale of public 
lands in certain cases, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. SCHENCK, from the minority of the 
Committee of Elections, presented the minority 
report on the case of Messrs. Goggin and Gil- 
mer, for which leave was given the other day; 


| and, on motion of Mr.S., it was laid on the table, 


and ordered to be printed, 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 

On the motion of Mr. NEWTON, certain pa- 
pers were withdrawn from the files of the House. 
LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 

Mr. HOLMES moved to discharge the Com- 


mittee on Commerce from the further considera- 
tion of the bill in relation to the Louisville and 
Portland canal, and to refer the same to the Com- 


i mittee on Roads and Canals. 


This mption, after being opposed by Messrs. 
THOMASSON and TIBBATTS, and supported 
by ‘Mr. HOLMES, was decided in the negative. 

On the motian of Mr. HOLMES, the Commit 
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dhaaneeitibidateedeibiegpiliie 
tee on Commerce was discharged from various 
papers, that they might be referred to other ap- 
propriate committees. 

Phe House then adjourned, 


The following petitions presented to day were handed to 
the reporters by the members presenting them: 

By Mr. COLLAMER: The petition of Samuel Hebard 
and ninety-three others, praying a reduction of postage ; the 
petition of Abel E. Fisk and forty-two others, praying a re 
duction of postage ; and the petition of Asa B. Hebard and 
twenty-seven others, praying a reduction of postage ; whieh 
were referred to the Committee on the Post Offiee and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Th 
others, citizens of lid:ana, prayin 
price ot postage 5 Witt 1 Was re 
the Post Office and Po-t Roads 

By Mr. GILMER: The petition of Sarah Teas 
Was referred to the Committee on Revolftionary Clatuns. 

By Mr. DROMGOOLE: The peution of tsaac Matone, 
praying Aa pension for revolutionary services, the themo 
rial and petition of Harrison Barner, praying a pension for 
revolutionary services ; Which were reterred to tie Commit 
tee on Revolutionary Pensions 

By Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana: The petition of Joseph Lat 
shaw, and eleven others, citizens of Knox county, tidiana 
asking a donation of Jand to improve the navigation of the 
Wabash river 

Also, the petition of B. Graham and forty-seven others, 
citizens of Daviess county, upon the saine subject. 

Also, the petition of James B. Bryant and ninety-six 
others, citizens of Martin county, upon the same subject. 

Also, the petition of Edward Mooney and two handred 
others, citizens of Kaox county, upon the same subject. 

Also, the petition of Thomas Paull and nearly three 
hundred others, citizens of Wheeling, Virginia, upon the 
same subject 

Also, the petition of Zachariah Morgan and thirty-five oth 
ers, citizens of Green county, Indiana, upon the same sub 
ject. 

Also, the petition of Charles Smith and two hundred and 
sixty-three others, citizens of Knox county, upon the same 
subject. 

By Mr. BELSER: The petition of sundry citizens of 
Macon county, asking for the estublishinent of a mail route 
from Tuskegee to Evuon, in Macon county, Alubania, and 
also two post ofices—one at Hendersonville, and Ue other 
at Powell’s steam mull, on the same route; the petition 
of certain citizens of the counties of Macon and Barbour, 
in the State of Alabama, asking, if a mai route be estab 
lished between Tu-kegee and Enon, in Macon county, that 
the same may extend to Spring Hill, in Barbour county ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr HENLEY: The petition of Samnet C. Guy and 
others, for the extension of post route No. 3854 from Slate 
ford to Rockford, in Jackson county, Indiana. 

By Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania: The petition and 
documents of George Wintling, of Lancaster county, Peon 
syivanin, asking to be placed on the pension roll, ander the 
act of 7th June, 1832. 

By Mr. HERRICK: The petition of Simeon Dennin, of 
Oxtord, Maine, for a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRICK : Two memorials, of similar import, from 
the citizens of ¢ oluinbia county, Pennsylvania, tor the re 
duction of pustage, with a proper restriction of the frank 
lig privilege. 

By Mr. STONE: The petition of Bryant Slone, praying 
the passage of a law directing the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions to place him on the roil of invalid pensioners; whieh 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT, of Indiana: The petition of Samuel 
Mutien and two hundred and twenty-six others, citizens of 
Vigo county, Indiana, asking that the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States would grant to the State of Ladiana a portion of 
the vacant lands lying unsold in the Vineennes land dia- 
trict, Indiana, and of the lands lyiag in the Shawneetown 
and Palestine land district, Hlinois, for the purpose of im 
proving the navigation of the Wabash river, by removing 
the obstructions in said river; whieh Was referred to We 
Committee on Public Lands 

Also, the petition of James 8S. Freeman and two hundred 
and One others, citizens of Vigo city, Indiana, asking that 
the Congress of the United States would grant to the State 
of Indiana the vaeant lands in the Vincenves lind district, 
for the purpose of continuing the Wabasii and Erie canal 
from Terre Hante to Evansville. Indiana; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Also, the petition of David W. Ciaver and seventy. five 
others. citizens of Vermillion county, Indiana, asking for 
the vacant lands in the Vincennes land district, for the pur- 
pose of continuing the Wabash and Erie canal to Evans- 
ville, Indiana; which was referred to the Committee On 
Roads and Canais. 

By Mr. BOYD: The proceedings of a meeting of the 
citizens or Padueah, Kentucky, proposing that place as the 
most suitable for the location of the contemplated western 
armory. 

Also, the petition and papers of the heirs of St. John 
Townes. 

By Mr. REL#E: The petition of Cyrus Russell and oth- 
ers, inhabitants of township thirty-three. in range four east, 
in the county of Madison, Missouri, asking Com.ress to 
authorize a change in location of the school seetion in said 
township; which was relecced to the Comimitice an Pablic 
Lands. 
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By Mr. FISH: The petition of Phebe Hosien, for a pen- || war, praying to be allowed commutation pay; || 


Bion. 

Also. the petition of Sarah Banks, for a pension. 

fly Mr. MACLAY: The petition of Robert Swartwout 
and others, citizens of the city of New York, for a reduc- 
tion of postage and the abolition of the franking privilege. 

Also, the isemorial of citizens and payers of postage in 
the State of New York, for the same purpose 

By Mr. DANA: The petition of one hundred and twen- 
ty five citizens of Perry and Castile, in Wyoming county, 
New York, to reduce the rates of postage and restrict the 
franking privilege. 

Also, the petition of one hundred citizens of Yates coun- 
ty, New York, for the same; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CATLIN: The petition of Elizabeth Raymond, 
praying for a pension, and for a revision of the existing 
pension laws; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 


by Mr. CALDWELL: The petition and papers of | 


Nancy Haggard, of Cumberland county, Kentucky ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


IN SENATE. 


Turspay, January 30, 1844. 


Mr. PEARCE presented a memorial from the 


president and directors of the Philadelphia, Wil- 


zee 


mington, and Baltimore Railroad Company, | 


praying a remission of duty on certain railroad | 


iron; which was referred to the Committee on 


Finance. 


Mr. TAPPAN presented a memorial from Al- 


bert Herring, late a paymaster in the Army of the 
United States, representing that he is indebted to 
the United States to an amount that he is unable 
to pay, and praying that an arrangement may 
be made by which certain valuable paintings may 
be received in payment of said debt; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from 
Messrs. Swaim, Abell, and Simmons, proprietors 
and publishers of the Public Ledger, Philadel- 

hia, stating that, in the usual course of their 


Ubeinees. on the 31st December, 1842, they pur- | 


chased a Treasury note for $500, dated on the Sth 
February, 1842; that on the 22d April, 1843, the 
Treasury Department issued a circular, stating 
that a package of Treasury notes, which ** liad 


been paid, and canceled by writing on their face, | 
and by areceipt indorsed on them,’’ had been for- | 


warded by the collector at New Orleans to the 


Treasury Department, so long before the date of || 


the notice as the 26th of July, 1842, but had not 
been received; that this $500 Treasury note is 
among the number embraced in the circular of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, but that itis neither 
canceled nor defaced, nor is any receipt indorsed 


upon it; and this appears from the certificates of || 


the collector and deputy collector of the port of 
Philadelphia, and of the district judge and district 
attorney. They therefore request Congress to 


pass an act to provide for the payment of the | 


said note. 


Mr. B. said he had been thus minute in stating | 


the facts alleged in the memorial, because he be- 
lieved there were many similar cases for which, 
he thought, provision ought to be made. He had 
himself seen one of these Treasury notes in the 
possession of a friend, on which there were no 
marks whatever indicating that it had ever been 
raid, 
Gated to cancel these notes or indorse a receipt 
upon them, and, in consequence, they had found 
their way into circulation, and were in the hands 


If the collector at New Orleans had neg- | 


of honest purchasers for full value, the Govern- | 


ment of the United States ought to pay the amount. 
The national faith required it. The neglect of a 

ublic officer to do his duty ought not to be vis- 
ited upon the heads of those who had received 
these notes on the faith and credit of the Govern- 
ment, without any mark either upon their face or 
their back, to produce the slightest suspicion that 
they had ever been paid. Perhaps it might be 
best to pass a general bill providing for all similar 
cases. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. B. also presented a similar memorial from 
the Savings Fund Society of Philadelphia, stat- 
ing that they had received a one thousand dollar 
Treasury note and another of fifty dollars in the 
eourse of business, which were in precisely the 
same situation of the note above. 

This memorial was also referred to the Finance 
Committee. 


Also, a memorial from the heirs of David No- | 
ble deceased, late an officer of the reyojutionary | 


CONGRESSION 
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|| which was referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims. 


Also, a memorial signed by a number of citi- | 


zens, similar to those he had already presented, 
stating that the canal boats which pass through 
the New Jersey canal line with coal, are subject- 
ed to taking out coasting licenses, to furnish a list 


of their crews, and to pay hospital money, as if | 


they were sea-going vessels. ‘'hey pray relief 
from the construction thus placed upon the laws 
by the custom-house officers; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented resolutions, adopted 
| by the Legislature of New York, urging upon 
Congress the speedy adoption of such a system 
| of economy and retrenchment in the expenditures 


| ordinary and current expenses for the support of 
| 


rent revenue, and to provide a sinking fund for 
the prompt payment of any present debt of the 
United States; calling upon their Senators and 
Representatives to urge the adoption of such pol- 
icy; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the | 


Judiciary, reported a bill to amend the act entitled 
**An act establishing the northern boundary line 
of the State of Ohio, and for the admission of the 
State of Michigan into the Union upon the con- 
| dition therein expressed ;”’ which was read and 
ordered to a second reading. The report accom 
panyving was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill from the 
House to refund the fine imposed on General An- 

I 
| drew Jackson, reported the same back with an 
amendment, in the words following: 
Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to 
express or imply any censure of the conduct or character 


of the Hon. Dominick A. Hall, by whom the fine was im- 
| posed. 


Mr. B. also, from the same committee, reported 
| a bill for the reliefof Henry Gardener and others, 
directors of an association called the New Eng- 
land and Mississippi Land Company; and 

A bill for the relief of John Atchison, of Ga- 


second reading. 
BILL INTRODUCED. 
Mr. FULTON, on ieave, introduced a bill in 


relation to donations of lands to certain persons 
in the State of Arkansas; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


The following resolution, introduced by Mr. 
Breese on the 14th December last, was taken up 
on his motion, and adopted: 





Resolved, That the President of the United States be re 

| quested to inform the Senate why the act of Congress of 
the 26th of June, 1834, entitled “* An act to create additional 
land districts in the States of [linois and Missouri, and in 
the territory north of the State of Ilinois,’? has not been 
earried into effect, and the sales of the lands therein or- 
dered, as required by the provisions of said act. 


Mr. SEMPLE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies one day on the table, under the 
rule: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to cause to be communicated to the Senate an esti- 
mate of what would be the additional expense to the Gov- 
erument of requiring each of the armed vessels of the 

| United States attached tothe home squadron taleave New 

| Orleans once a monih, and visit alternately the principal 
ports on the eastern shore of the Island of Cuba, San Do- 
mingo,and Porto Rico; thence to sail down the coast of the 
Carribean sea and Gulf of Mexico, touching at the prinei- 
pal ports in Venezuela, New Granada, Guatemala, Mex- 
ico, and Texas; and thence return to New Orleans by Ha 
vana, Matanzas, and Kingstou, Jamaica, to Chagres, and 
back to New Orleans. 


Mr. BREESE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies one day on the table, under the 
rule: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be di- 
rected to inguire into the expedicney of providing for the 
examination of some point at or near the confluence of the 
Ohio and Mississippi rivers, by some competent officer of 
the Navy, to be appointed by the President of the United 
Suites, and to be associated with some skiiliul officer of the 
corps of ‘Topographical Engineers, to be appointed in like 
manner, and to report to the next ses<ion of Congress upon 

| its advautages and capabilities tor a naval depot and dock- 
yard; and into the experieucy of appropriating a sum of 
money for Unat purpose, equal in Amount to the sum appro- 


of the national Government as shall reduce the || 


Government to an amount coming Within its cur- | 


lena, Illinois; which were read, and ordered toa 














priated for the examination of the harbor of Me 
|| ‘Tennessee ; and that the said committee be authorized 

|| call before them and examine competent civil anq oth . 
|| engineers, acquainted with that locality, as to jts capabiy 
ties for such naval depot and dock. yard ; and also, that 1. 
inquire into the expediency of establishing a marine aoe 
ta! at or near said point, and that they report by bill ¥ 
otherwise. * 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following resoly. 
tion; which lies one day on the table, under th. 
rule: F 


Resolved, That the President he requested to eo 
cate to the Senate the information, if any, which may be j 
the Department of State in relation to the slaves commit. 
| ting crimes and escaping from the United States to the Brit 

ish dominions, since the ratification of the treaty of 1849. 
| and the refusal of the British authorities to give them yy) 
| Also, that he communicate to the Senate the information 

if any such is possessed by him, of the construction Whiel, 
the British Government puts upon the said article in ro. 
tion to slaves committing crimes in the United State 
taking refuge in the British dominions. 

Mr. BENTON submitted the following regoly. 
tion; which lie on the table one day, under the 
rule: 

Resolved, (as the opinion of the Senate,) That the Presi. 
dent of the United States ought to give notice to the Goy 
erument of Great Britain for the immediate termination of 
the tenth article of the treaty of 1542, being the article fo 
the surrender of fugitive criminals. 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be delivered tp 
|| the President. 


Mphis, a 


MMupj. 


§ and 


ELIZABETH LOMAX. 


On motion of Mr. JARNAGIN, the adverse 
report of the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
| in the case of Elizabeth Lomax was taken up and 
concurred in by the Senate. 


HEIRS OF DANIEL TRUEHEART. 
On motion of Mr. JARNAGIN, the adverse 


report of the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
in the case of the heirs of Daniel Trueheart was 
| taken up for consideration. 

This is a claim for property destroyed during 
the war of the Revojution by the army of Cor- 
wallis. The property destroyed was occupied as 
a place of deposit for arms and munitions of war 
belonging to the American army. 

Mr. JARNAGIN defended the report of the 
committee, adverse to the principle of paying 
claims of this character, founded on transactions 
occurring at that remote day. 

Mr. RIVES and Mr. ARCHER took. the 
ground that the principle was established by the 
acts of 1816 and 1818, authorizing the indemnity 
for property destroyed by the enemy, in conse- 
quence of its occupancy for the purposes of the 
Army of the United States. The fact of the prop- 
erty being destroyed in such manner as to bring 
the claims within the principles of those acts they 
mentioned, was already established by respectable 

witnesses. 
Mr. RIVES moved that the report be recom- 
| mitted to the committee. 

The motion was agreed to; and the report was 
recommitted to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 


PUBLIC PRINTING. 


The joint resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, reducing the price paid for the printing 
of the Senate to the price paid by the other House 
of Congress, was taken up, read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 


COMPROMISE ACT. 
The CHAIR [Mr. Bayarp] announced the un- 


finished special order; which was the resolutions 
reported from the Finance Committee, for the in- 
definite postponement of the bill introduced by 
Mr. McDurrir, to reduce the rates of the tariff 
to the standard of the compromise act. 3 

Mr. BERRIEN rose and moved that the Sen- 
ate proéved to the consideration of executive bust- 
ness—there being some of importance to transact 
there. 

Mr. EVANS was willing for the special order 
to be postponed till to-morrow, though he wes 
prepared to enter upon the discussion. 

The question was put; and the Senate agreed 
to go into the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. McDUFFIE rose to suggest, in reference 
to the colistitutional difficulty which prevailed on 
the other side with respect to entertaining his 
bill, that he was prepared to offer an amendment 
which would obviate all such objections. This 
would supersede the necessity of discussing the 

|| preliminary question; and the debate could then 
|| be continued on the tanff policy, so that every 
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cussion might have an opportunity of doing so. 
He had made this suggestion in consequence of 
what had fallen from the Senator from Maine on 
a former day—that if the subject were presented 
in any form which would justify the Senate in 
entertaining it, he and his friends would not 
shrink from its discussion. The amendment he 
had prepared would supersede the necessity of 


the moulon of the Senator from Virginia, (Mr. | 


agcuen,] to get rid of the subject. 


Mr. ARCHER said the Senate had determined | 


to go into executive session, and it was not then 
in order to reply to the Senator’s suggestion, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 


of executive business; and after some time spent || 


therein, adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespayr, January 30, 1844. 
The Journal having been read, 


The SPEAKER remarked that the first busi- | 


ness in order was the report of the select com- 


mittee on rales, on which the gentleman from 


Georgia [Mr. Stitzs] had the floor. 


Mr. STILES said: When I last addressed the | 


House, before concluding, I had shown, by refer- 
ence to Hatsell’s Parliamentary Precedents that 
petitions against taxes were rejected by Parlia- 
ment, Now, Sir, as we are referred to England 
for the rule of our conduct, upon what principle 
was it that petitions against taxes were always 


rejected? It was that taxes necessary for the | 
, '| ble. 


| The right to prepare a petition. 


support of Government could not be petitioned 
against. But I ask, sir, if nothing besides taxes 


are necessary for the support of Government? | 
Can any Government in the world last a moment | 


without them? Can dollars and cents be placed 
inthe scale against faith and honor? Are not 


the faith and honor’of the nation pledged upon | 
Would the slaveholding | 


the subject of slavery ? 
Siates ever have entered into the Union—would 
oursouthern fathersever have signed the Constitu- 


instrument? 
whenever the Government shall, instead of pro- 
tecting, plunder them of their property? Yes, 
sir, slavery and the Constitution have flourished 


together; their existence is the same, and insep- | 


arable; and if folly and madness shall destroy 
the one, the other will follow it to the tomb. 


have deviated, to reply to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 
in the constant practice ¢@f rejecting petitions. 
The intelligent framers of the Constitution were 


familiar with this fact; and in guarding our coun- | 
try against the evils of such legislation as the || 
riot acts, in protecting the great right of petition, | 
their omission to provide that petitions should be || 


received, is evidence, irresistible and conclusive, 
that the reception of petitions was never intended 
to be embraced in the amendment, or compre- 
hended under the right of petition. 
to the letter of the Constitution, this rule is nota 


violation of that instrument, because no law is | 


passed or contemplated. According to its spirit, 


ment was simply to prevent the passage of such 


acts as those of George I. and Charles IL.; and 

vecause the practice of rejecting petitions was | 
common in England, familiar to the authors of 

the amendment, and not provided against by | 
It is not a violation of the Constitution, |, 
then. Is ita violation of the right of petition? | 
But instead of searching the Constitution in order | 


them. 


toascertain what are the rights of petition, strange 


says, throw the Constitution aside, and go back 


to England, to the British Parliament, to the bill | 
of rights, which grew out of the revolution of | 
1688. A citizen of America, the freest country | 
in the world, (as the gentleman from North Car- || 


olina obsegved,) ran away from his own country 
and flee to England for luis freedom! I leave the 


gentleman from New York to reconcile himself | 


with the gentleman from North Carolina, his as- 
sociate in feeling on this subject. | leave him to 
explain to that member how it is that a citizen 


the Constitution of his country, and seek a cover 


THE 


ntleman who wished to participate in the dis- | for his rights, a shelter for his liberties, behind 


| Sir, the question has not been fairly met. 


| persons on this floor. 


| ance of that right, and would not touch it. 
tion, unless their rights had been secured by that |) 


Will not that Union be dissolved || 


| Just where that of legislation commences. 
Parliament, | have shown, were }| 


| fere with legislatiqn. 


According | 


the acts of a British Parliament. 

But why should we go back for instruction to 
England? es the gentleman from New York said. 
Is there any analogy between either the Govern- 
ment or the people of England and our own? In 
England all power isin the Government. Here it 


‘is in the people. There, the Parliament, humanly 


speaking, is omnipotent. Here, our Congress is 
limited in its powers to a few specified subjects, 
marked out and defined by a written Constitation. 
In Great Britain, the sovereign holds his office 
independent of the people; and so do the members 
of the House of Lords. If arbitrary and unjust 
laws are instituted by the Government, the peo- 


| ple, however unanimous against them, have no | 


remedy but in an humble petition for their aboli- 
tion. Here, the members of the Government are 
directly responsible to the people, hold their offices 
subject to the popular will, and, if unfaithful to 


| their trusts, they are turned out, and more faith- 
| ful servants chosen in their places. 
;| therefore, that whilst, in monarchical Govern- 
|| ments, the right to petition the rulers is the high- 


It results, 


est or ultimate right of the subject in securing 


| him from molestation at the hands of his Govern- 
|| ment, here the right dwindles into comparative 


insignificance; being only a right to petition our 
own servants to do that which we may command 


| them to do, or discharge them for not doing. In 
| short, in England the people are listened to only 


when they speak in the humble tone of petition. 
In America they will be heard, through the au- 
thoritative voice of instruction. 

W hat does this right of petitionembrace? What 
would they have? The right peaceably to assem- 
Do we propose to disturb that right? No. 
Do we propose 
to preventthem? No. The right to present that 
petition to this body. Do we oppose that right? 
Gen- 
tlemen argue as though we denied the right of 
petition. We make no such denial. We are as 
warm advocates of the right of petition as any 
We know the import- 
We 
are willing that gentlemen shall exercise the 
right to as full an extent, at least, as itisenjoyed 


| in England, (for that seems to be the summit of 
| their ambition;) but we come to issue with them 
| as to the limits and extent of that right. 


What 


are the limits and extent of that right? There 


| must be some point at which the right of petition 
| ends, and that of legislating by this’ body com- 
Bat to return to the argument from which I || 


mences. Where does the right of petition end? 


Le- 
gislation cannot go back and interfere with peti- 


tion; nor can petition extend forward and inter- | 
The right of legislation 
| commences the moment the House is informed 


of the petition, If they have a right to go one 
step further, and say we shall receive, they have 


justas much right to say we shail refer, and we 
|| shall grant. 
| of legislation—commences with the presentation 
| of the petition; and the refusal to accept is no in- 


The action of the House—the right 


terference with that right. We do not propose to 


| interfere with their assembling; we do not dic- 


tate the manner in which they shall prepare a pe- 


| tition, or how they should present it to this body. 
it isnot violated, because the object of the amend- || 


But, when they have assembled; when they have 


| prepared the petition; when they have presented 
; itto the House; when, in short, their right has 
been fully exercised and completely exhausted, 
| then itis that our right commences; and, as we 


have not interfered with them, we should not 
permit them to interfere with us, and to usurp 
the legislative powers of the country, and dictate 
to us the mode and manner in which our daties 


|| shall be performed. 
to tell, we must, as the gentleman from New York | 


But, says the gentleman from North Carolina, 


| the petition should be received, ‘‘ in order to know 


what it is the petitioners want.’’ We undertake, 


says the member from Maine, by the refusal of | 


the petition, ‘* to prejudge the case,’’ and ‘* con- 
demn them unheard.’’ 
Here is another step where gentlemen reason 


| unfairly. They assume, as a starting point upon | 
which to found an argument, that we have never | 


seen, read, or heard the petition. Now, sir, if 


| this be reasoning, gentlemen have forgotten the. 
|| very first rule in logic. They have failed to prove 
of the freest country in the world can throw aside 


their premises. Is it true, in point of fact, that 


we are unacquainted with the objects of the peti- |’ 
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tion? Is therea member here who can rise in his 
place and say that he does ‘ not know what the 
petitioners want?’? Elave they not been presented 
beyond number for years past? Elas not Congress 
heard, considered, discussed, and determined that 
they cannot entertain jurisdiction of the subject; 
and how can the announcement of this House of 
its judgment in the matter, (for that is the whole 
sum and substance pf the rule,) be considered as 
ignorance on the part of this House of the wants 
of the petitioner? 


3ut ** we prejudge the case.”? * We condemn 
them unheard.’? What do gentlemen mean? Am 
I to understand that the petitions have never been 
read? They have been read over and over again, 
whilst before the question of reception is put, the 
petition can always be read upon the call of any 
member of the House. Is it meant, by not being 
heard, that these petitions have never been dis- 
eussed? They have been discussed in this Hall 
to the fullest extent for weeks, and even months, 
whilst the question of reception not only admits 
discussion, but admits it in the most ample man- 
ner. 

Gentlemen argue as though we had no right, 
for any cause or under any circumstances, to re- 
ject a petition. Is the right illimitable? Is every 
petition, however disrespectful to this body, to 
be received? Is there any one who, in his zeal 
for the freedom of petition, goes that far? I pre- 
sume not. There is, then, some limit to that right. 
We have the power to reject; the right to refuse 
is conceded, And is not this rejection an abridg- 
ment of the great rightof petition? Oh no! And 
why? Because it would be an interference with the 
dignity of our honorable selves, and perhaps be an 
interruption of the business of the House. This 
great inherent and inalienable right cannot stand, 
then, when brought into contact with our dignity 
or our business. ‘These are to be rejected; but 
all others are to be received. These petitions may 
be as disrespectful as their authors please, to our 
constituents or our States; but so as they do not 
touch our noble selves, they are to be received, 
They may treat with contempt the Constitution 
of the country, and trample on its chartered rights; 


| but so as they do not impede our business here, 
they are to be received. 


From whence did we 
Are we in a monarchical 
No, sir; 
it was derived from the people; yet we would re- 
ject a petition here, disrespectful to ourselves, 
who are the servants, but receive one insulting to, 
and defamatory of, the people, who are the mas- 
ters. Whence do we derive our powers of legis- 
lation? From the Constitution; and we would 
reject a petition impeding our legislation, and yet 
receive one violative of the Constitution, from 
whence all our powers of legislation are derived, 
and upon which the welfare of the country de- 
pends. ‘The right illimitable? Then, where the 
necessity of that rule of the House which makes 
it incumbent on the introducer to give a state- 
ment of the contents of the petition? Where the 
necessity of a statement, unless its object be to 
determine whether or not Congress has jurisdic- 
tion over the subject? If there be no discretion, 
where the necessity of that other rule which re- 
quires the question of reception to be put?) Where 
the necessity of a question at all, if we are pro- 
hibited from voting or answering in the negative? 
The right of petition involves two considerations: 
Ist. The right of the citizen aggrieved to petition; 
2d. The power of the Government over the subject 
of the petition. 

1. Then the citizen must be aggrieved before he 
can petition. 

The only petitions excluded by this rule are 
those upon the subject of slavery. Is a majority 
of this House prepared to pronounce slavery @ 
grievance? Can an institution recognized and se- 
cured by the Constitution be a grievance? Are 


obtain our dignity? 


| they prepared to pronounce the Constitution (for 


it is the Constitution) a grievance? Was it the 
intention of the Constitution to entail grievances 
on the people? The same Constitution which 
guaranties the right of petition guaranties the ex- 
istence of slavery. Both rights are equally secured 
by the same high authority. Can one portion of 
the Constitution be used to destroy another? 
Could the framers of the Constitution have been 
guilty of such an absurdity as to have given the 
people a right to petition against the instrument 
which they had formed for their welfare and hap- 
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niness? Can they be chargeable with the folly of || it? 


ereating and sanctioning a grievance, when they 
have conferred the right of petitioning against 
such evils? In short, can anything in the Con- 
stitution be considered such a grjyevance as the 
people are allowed to petition against? No, sir; 
by no sane and unprejudiced man can the exist- 
ence of slavery be considered a grievance in the 
contemplation of the Constiyition, 

But again: whose grievances does the Constitu- 
tion contemplate should be the subject of petition? 
Certainly those of the petitioners, the grievances 
of the petitioners themselves, and not those of any 
other body or person. Will any gentleman on 
this floor attempt to show how slavery at the 
South is a grievance to the people of the North? 
How can they ask us to consider as a grievance 
that which those whoare alone concerned neither 
know nor acknowledge? There are those, doubt- 
less, ut the North, if notin this Hall, who look 
upon slavery in the abstract as an evil; but is it 
therefore a grievance? [| call upon any constutu- 
tional lawyer on this floor, and more especially 
the strict constructionist, to say that itis sucha 
grievance as was contemplated by the authors of 
the first amendment of the Consutution, 

2. The power of the Government over the sub- 
ject of the petition, 

W hat is the object which petitioners profess to 
have in view in the presentation of petitions? 
W hat is the end to be attained, and upon which 


Congress can alone recognize their right of appli- | 


cation? It is redress. And a grievance which 
Congress has no right to redress, they may have 
no right to petition against; because grievances 
which Congress can redress are the grievances, 
and the only grievances, contemplated in the 
amendment. 

Now, if there is a single constitutional princi- 
ple which, more than any other, may be consid- 
ered as settled beyond the possibility of dispute, 
it is that the institution of slavery is municipal, 
not national. It belongs exclusively to the States, 
and can only be effected by State legislation. 

The domestic institutions of the South are her 
own. They were brought into the Union with 
her; secured by the compact which makes us one 
people; and he who looks upon it as a grievance 
is an enemy to the Constitution, and opposed to 
the peace and prosperity of our common country. 

I have thus attempted to show that slavery is 
nota grievance. If it were a grievance at all, it 
is not one affecting the people of the North; and 
that, if it were a grievance affecting the people of 
the North, itis not one which can be redressed 
by the Government; and therefore no one has a 
constitutional right to petition for its abolition. 
A petition to any person or authority presup- 
poses the power of relief. A right of petition 
cannot exist where there is no duty to hear the 
complaint; and the duty to hear cannot exist with- 
out a commensurate power to redress. There is, 
then, no duty to receive a petition upon which 
Congress has indisputably no power to act; and 
the refusal to receive such petition cannot be tor- 
tured into a violation of the right to send it, which 
never existed, 

Again, say gentlemen, ** let the petitions be re- 
ceived, and they will vote with us for their rejec- 
tion immediately after reception.” 
say, there is one point in which we agree; and 
that the most important of the whoie matter. It 
is in the refusal or denim! of the prayer of the pe- 
tition. Reception is all that divides us. Bat I 
ask, does not reception carry with it jurisdiction 
over the subject-matter of the petituon? Does 
not reeepuion carry the implication, inevitably, 
that the petition may or may not be granted? 
Reception either carries the implication, orit does 
net, ‘The proposiuon must be answered affirma- 
lively or negatively. If it be answered aflirma- 
tively, (if the reception carries jurisdiction over 
the subject of slavery,) if it carries the implica- 
tion that the prayer for its abolition may or may 
not be granted, are they willing to stand forth 
as the advocates of reception? Clearly not; be- 
cause, in the outset, they agree that the prayer 
could not be granted, because, if Congress would, 
she has not the power to grant it. If, then, re- 
ception carries jurisdiction, they are opposed to 
it, If, on the other hand, the preposition be an- 
ewered negatively, if reception does not carry 


To such | ' 


be gained by reception? 


| views, the relation between us of Representative | 











W hat is to 
Is it any advantage to 
the petitioner that his’ prayer is rejected imme- 
diately after, instead of immediately before, recep- 
tion. How does the simple, naked vote of re- 
ception benefit him? The prayer of a petition is 
its vital part: take away the prayer, and you de- 
prive it of all vitality—make ita dead letter. If, 
therefore, we reject the prayer, do we not reject 
the petition? The distinction is too refined and 
abstract for a question of such universal and vital 
importance. te is but a dispute about terms, and 
wholly overlooks the substance. It is at first 
and at last a rejection of the prayer of the peti- 
tion; but a refusal of the petition is a rejection in 
a mode to save time and money, put an end to 
such applications, and prevent discussions dan- 
gerous to the Union. 


instant rejection after itis received ? 


reiterated by the gentleman from New York and 


others) separate the right of petition from aboli- | 


tion, and see how we will come up to the mark; 
how we will sustain our obligations to the Union. 


Sir, the right of petition and abolition ought never | 


to have been blended. To connect them is a mere || 


trick, an artful scheme to excite the sympathies 
and delude the judgment of this legislative body. 


Who the projectors of this artful scheme? Who | 
connected the right-of petition with abolition? | 


Are we at the South, the slaveholding community, 
subject to the charge? It will not be pretended. 
It will not be presumed for & moment that we 
would throw any obstacles in the way, and create 
interference with the maintenance of our just and 
constitutional rights. Are our friends of the 
North, the anti-Abolitionists, chargeable? Surely 
not. They deprecate the difficulty; they pray 
deliverance from the embarrassment; and we have 
no reason to question their sincerity. 
the South nor those opposed to abolition in the 
North are the authors of this scheme, who are? 
There is but one other party in the country upon 


If neither | 





this subject, and it results, inevitably, that they | 


are its authors; namely, the Abolitionists them- 
selves. J appeal to our intelligent and reflecting 
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Where the difference between reception and |! The gentleman from North Carolina 


|| secure breastwork is the Constitution. Whey 


| Abolitionists. 





J anuary 





en 


a0, 


: has a 
tempted to illustrate this matter of * false Posi. 


tion,’ by a ** similie of a battle.’’? Let mo tel 
the gentleman that he has himself assumeq ,. 
the outset, ‘* false positions;’’ and, in some ea... 
false characters for his parties in that battle, Hk 
represents a general to have taken a POSitiOn wir 
his own troops behind a secure breastwork: \,, 
has stationed his allies on exposed ground, who. 
they are rapidly falling by the enemy’s fire, 


CAR: g: 


here 


The 


I ask, are the allies—where the exposed ground? 
Who are the contending parties in this engavs. 
ment? The enemies and the friends of the Cop. 
stitution? The gentleman can make no othe, 
answer, Who are the enemies? Of course ti, 
Who are the friends of the Cop. 
stitution? Theanti-Abolitionists. Where, the, 


|| are the allies? Are the anti-Abolitionists of th, 
3ut (says the member from Maine, and it is |! 


North any less the enlisted soldiers and interes. 


_ed defenders of the Constitution than we at thy 


South? Surely not. Where the exposed ground? 
We are behind the breast-work, (as the gentlp. 


_ man considers the Constitation.) Have we pushe; 


our friends of the North beyond that Constity. 
tion? or are they beyond, and in any exposed 


| situation? No, sir; we both stand together Upon 
| the same ground—the battlements of the Constj. 
And who, pray, are the authors of this base trick? || 


| gone the fortress falls. 


tution. The enemy—the A bolitionists—are alone 
without; they are striving to enter the citadel. 
slavery is the weak point in the fortress. It js 
there they design a breach. We have there cop. 
structed a barrier; that barrier is the rule. While 
that remains, the fortress stands. When it js 
That barrier can be pr. 
moved only by some one within. The fortress 


'can be taken, the citadel lost, only by treachery 


friends from the North—I put it to them, whether | 


they will suffer themselves to be thus entrapped; 
caught in the snare set for them 4y these fanat- 
ies; deluded by this miserable cubterfuge, the 


pitiful ery of the violation of the right of petition. | 


3utit has already been hinted, | may beanswered, 


in the camp. I will pursue the similie no fur. 
ther. But let me tell the member from North 
Carolina, that if this rule is lost, from the rela- 
tion in which he stands to, and the part he has 
borne in this transaction, he may go home to his 
constituents, and to his grave, covered with the 
unenviable immortality of having betrayed the 
interests of the South, and in having surrendered 
the Constitution of his country. 

I hoped to have had time to have commented 
upon the motives of these Abolitionists. But 


| whatever they are—whether to destroy the’inst- 


that though this may be buta trick, yet the Aboli- || 


tionists have so fully succeeded in poisoning the 
minds of our constituents, so thoroughly and ex- 
tensively have they persuaded them that the non- 
reception of their petitions is a violation of their 
inalienable rights, that unless we carry out their 


and constituent will be dissolved. Sir, such a 
suggestion scarcely deserves a passing notice. 
Any man who legislates here with a view to get 
back into this Hall, will of course not be guided 
by reason. Such a member is unworthy of his 


' station, because he legislates for himself, and not 


for his country. Their constituents think the 
right of petition abridged, when we are daily re- 
ceiving petitions without objection, over which 
Congress has jurisdiction, and reject only those 
over which Congress has no control. Cannot 
they understand the difference between the abuse 
and use of an important right? 

The same amendment which guaranties the 
right of petition, guaranties also freedom of 
speech and of the press; and because those rights 
are secured, is there therefore no such thing as 
slander or libel? If their constituents cannot now 





be brought to understand the difference between | 


a proper and an improper petition, upon a sub- 


ject of which Congress has cognizance, and one 


where it has no jurisdiction, how is it proposed 
to make them understand the difference between 
the rejection of a petition and the rejection of the 
prayer ofa petition? How can they be made to 
comprehend how it is that a petition is of so 


| much consequence as to be received, and is yet, 


at the same time, of so little consequence as to be 
rejected? 1 trust that our friends of the North 


| will not suffer themselves to be alarmed by the 


delusive cry of a ** false issue’’ being made, or be 


' | deterred from pursuing their true course for fear 
jurisdiction and the implication that the prayer || 


of consequences which do not and ought not 


may or may not be granted, where is the use of |! legitimately to follow. 


tution of slavery, or, ly their petitions, only to 
annoy and insult the South—will not the rejec- 
tion of this rule by the House be to them atn- 
umph? No one can dispute the point. Are not 
the Abolitionists the enemies of the country? No 
one will deny the assertion. Are our friends in 
the North willing to contribute to accomplish the 
triumph of the enemies of the country; and espe- 
cially when their victory would be over the Con- 
stitution of the land; the liberties of the people? 
Sir, let me tell gentlemen of the North that on 
this subject there is no neutral ground. There 
are but two parties in this contest—the friends 
and the foes of the Constitution. They must take 
sides with one or the other; and wherever their 


influence settles, victory must perch upon that 


banner. The whole responsibility is with the 
North. Let them not shrink from their high des- 
tiny; let them glory in the occasion; let them meet 
it ike men; let them do their duty, and leave con- 
sequences to take care of themselves. 

Sir, will gentlemen hesitate? Is this a time for 


| hesitation, when the Government is agitated to its 


| Very center? 


Is this a time to cavil about terms, 


' when the foundations of the nation are shaken? 


Is this atime to make hair-breadth distinctions 
about the extent of rights, when our very days 
seem numbered? I tell gentlemen of the North, 
the South is in danger; and will they hesitate: 
Was such the conduct of the South when the 
North was in danger—not from a feeble band of 
fanatics, but from the most powerful nation of 
the world? Sixty-eight years ago, when the re- 
port of the musketry at Lexington gave token of 
the danger of our brethren of the North, a cargo of 
powder was captured off Savannah, by Georgia 
enterprise and Georgia valor. Was that ammu- 
nition, at the time so scarce in the country, re 
tained at home to await the arrival of the enemy 
on our own shores, and to defend our own fire- 
sides? No sir; I am proud to say, that with that 
disinterested patriotism which has ever charac- 
terized the South, it was immediately shipped to 
Boston, and it arrived in time to thunder from the 
heights of Bunker hill defiance to oppression. 
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1844. 
And in our late war, waged for ‘free trade 


whether the owners of the ships or the impressed 
seamen were natives of a southern latitude? It 
was enough for them to know that the flag which 
had been dishonored was the American flag; that 
the seaman oppressed was an American citizen; 
and they were at their posts, and ready to lose 
their last life drop for the protection of the one 
and the defense of the other. , ; 
Sir, the people of the South love the Union. 
They venerate the Constitution as the bond of 
that Union, and will be the last to engage in its 
infractions. But they love the Constitution as it 
js; as it WAS construed by those who made it; as 
it has been approved by nearly half a century’s 
successive legislation—sufficient for all the pur- 
soses of our Government, and all the glory of 
purcountry. But now, if the North, regardless 
of the claims of the South, will suffer that instru- 
ment to be violated—if the Constitution, like the 
right of petition, is of so much consequence as to 
he preserved when for their gratification, and at 
the same time of so little consequence as to be 


siolated when for our destruction—if the Consti- | 


tution is to be thus mutilated, the South will not 
respect mere fragments, scattered in the struggle 
of other States to overthrow her institutions, If 
that hour comes, (which God avert!) she will 
hesitate not to appeal from the canceled obliga- 
tions of a once-venerated Constitution, to her own 
inherentand ‘‘inalienable ’’ right of self-protec- 
uon. 

Mr. A. JOHNSON obtained the floor, and 
moved to postpone the subject until the morning 
hour of to-morrow; which motion was carried — 
90 voting in the affirmative, and 30 in the nega- 
tive. 

The subject was accordingly postponed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House several 
executive communications, which were read by 
the Clerk, as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting a report, in obedience to the resolu- 
tion of the Llouse of the 12th instant, in relation 
to the selection of lands for the continuation of 
the Wabash and Erie canal west of Lafayette; 
which was laid on the table. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
submitting a report in answer to a resolution of 
the House of the 18th instant, in relation to loca- 
tions of land by the Srate of Missouri, under the 
actof Congress of September 4, 1841, to appro- 
priate the proceeds of the sales of the public lands, 
and to grant preémption rights; which letter and 
report were laid on the table. 


TRANSFER OF APPROPRIATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. PARMENTER, the House 
then resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Campse i in the 
chair,) and took up for consideration the bill to 
authorize the transfer of appropriations in certain 
cases. 

Mr. HUGHES desired to postpone this sub- 
jectand take up the resolution reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, relating to Ore- 
fon, 

The motion did not prevail. 

Mr. McKAY said he hoped the committee 
would act upon this bill, as he intended, as soon 
as itshould be disposed of, to move to take up 
the appropriation bill. He then proceeded to 
explain the object of the bill before the commit- 
tee. All the Departments of the Government had 
similar powers to that asked to be conferred on 





written to the head of ‘that Department to ascer- 
tain how much of that sum would be wanted for 
the fiscal year, and he was informed that, for the 
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. i <s : 
! for until the nextor asubsequent year. He had | (Mr. Apams] some days ago, that administrative 
and sailors’ rights,’ did the South stop to inquire | 


economy was not their business; but economy in 
the appropriations was their business, and the 
Department should be made to understand that, 


department of construction, repair, &c., $100,000 | when Congress asserted that there should be econ- 


would be required; and for the department of ord- | 
nance, &c., $272,000 would be necessary. Thus, 


omy, it should be maintained in administration. 
If they did not do this, there would be no limit 


then, $372,000 were required to meet liabilities || tothe extravagance of the Executive Departments. 
which had been incurred beyond the appropria- | Congress might agree, in accordance with a report 

t | and a bill of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
why should the House hesitate to make the trans- || to limit the naval expenditures for the coming 
fer? The objections to the bill were predicated || fiscal year to $5,500,000, instead of nearly nine 


tions in those branches of the public service; and 


on the improvidence of the Department. 


The | 


Department had illegally incurred these liabilities, || would this be, if Congress was to set the prece- 


millions, hitherto asked for; but of what avail 


it was said; but they had been incurred; and it || dent of making appropriations to fulfill contracts 


was the duty of Congress to provide the means 
to discharge them; and, if any appropriations on 


of the Department, which had been made without 
reference to existing appropriations? This coun- 


hand could be spared from those branches to which | try was in no immediate and pressing want of a 


they had been appropriated, why should not the 
transfer be made? This was no new power that 
the bill would give to the Executive Departments, 
for it had existed almost from the foundation of 
the Government. 

Mr. C, JOHNSON was very sorry to hear his 
friend from North Carolina [Mr. McKay] taking 
such acourse. The gentleman from North Car- 
olina was the Jast man in this House that he 
should have expected would have taken such a 
course. And what kind of reason had been as- 
signed for this transfer? If they gave permission 
to make the transfers, would not the gentleman 
come to Congress before the end of the session, 
and ask for appropriations for the very branches of 
the public service from which the transfers would 
be made? The ground taken was rather ground for 
the impeachment of the Secretary; and it ought 
to be so considered and treated by the House. 
Congress had made certain appropriations, and 
what had the Secretary done? Why, he not only 
expended the sum to which he was limited, but 
had incurred liabilities toa large amount. And 


Navy—none at all. True, they were bullying 
poor, weak Mexico, and, according to appear- 
ances, were about to back out of a just contest for 
our rights with Great Britain; but there was no 
necessity for great naval service, and now was 
the time to tell the Departments that they must 
and shall limit their expenditures to the appro- 
priations. He should vote against this bill. 
They had been accused of a wantof friendship 
for the Navy. He liked the Navy, but he did 
not like its faults. The Navy fought its way to 
public favor some twenty-odd years ago; and if it 
could be shown thatthe Navy had now as fair an 
escutcheon as it had then, he would vote liberal 
appropriations. But he did not believe that its 
character was in consonance with what it was 
twenty years ago. He believed, and the public 
too believed, that there was a want of efficiency 
and of manly energy in that department of the 
Government. There was a want of a proper 
moral tone, too, in the Navy. The country be- 
lieved that there were exerescences that wanted 
lopping off; and he knew of no way in which 


why did he not come to Congress and ask for | Congress could effect it but by starvation. 
‘ appropriations to meet those liabilities ? Because 


Congress would want to know what he had done 
with that million of dollars which had been ap- 
propriated, and how it had been expended. He 
regarded this application to transfer appropria- 
tions, as an indirect application for an appropri- 
ation of $200,000 more than the million of dollars 
to which Congress had limited the expenditures 
of those branches of the public service. And 
what was to become of that sum of $200,000? 
Before he would vote for such an appropriation, 
he would call upon the Secretary to show where 
it was to go; for should they trust the manage- 
ment of the expenditure of this sum to a Secre- 
tary who had thus squandered the public money? 
He was opposed to such a course; and he would 
vote nothing beyond the regular appropriations, 
unless an investigation into this matter should | 
take place. Such an investigation should be at 
once commenced; and if it were discovered that 
wrong was done, they should punish the wrong 
doer. 

Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF said it appeared this 


application was predicated on the abuses of the | 


| Department; but if claims on Congress could be 


made to rest on such a foundation, he knew not 
where they should find a stopping place. Fora 


| series of years there had been an outcry for a 


| Why, that the Secretary went on, and in the 


the Secretary of the Navy. He would admit the || 
«ppropriations heretofore made had been improv- | 


idemly expended. 
expended, he believed, within three or four 
months after the commencement of the last cal- 
endar year. Well, the whole appropriation was 
gone, and how stoed the Department in regard to 
liabilities? This transfer was not for the pur- 
pose, as some supposed, of enabling the Depart- 
ment to put workmen at the navy-yards in em- 
ployment. No; it would only enable that De- 


A million of dollars had been | 


| 


diminution of expenditures, and Congress had | 
limited the sum to be expended by the Navy De- 
partment; and the members of the last Congress 
went home to their constituents satisfied with 
what they had done. And what do they see now? 


short space of two months expended the whole of | 


| Mr. PARMENTER replied at great length in 
defense of the bill; but, from his position in the 

| House, he was inaudible at the reporter’s desk. 
Mr. BLACK asked if it did not strike his 

| friend as a circumstance not a little astonishing, 
that duringa greater partof the administration of 


|| General Jackson, and the whole of the adminis- 


| tration of Mr. Van Buren, and during the sub- 
| sequent administrations of this Government down 
| toa late period, the very practice which was now 
_under covsideration, and which was so fiercely 
objected to, existed, and the power of making 
transfers from cne appropriation to another was 
held under their control without submitting it to 
this body? Did the gentleman remember that 
during these two Administrations, while he was 
| in Congress, not one word was said about the 
exercise of this power by the War Department, 
the Department of State, and by the Treasur 
| Department? Even the Navy Department, which 
| was now So fiercely and systematically attacked, 
| was then let alone. Even the gentleman from 
| Tennessee, with all his notions of economy and 
retrenchment, said not one word about this power 
| of making transfers until the present Aministra- 
| tion came into power, and then it suited the Whig 
| party to thwart him, and take away from him 
| the power which wasexercised by all the Admin- 
| istrations which preceded him, as was done by 
| the act of the last session. They all knew where 
| this act came from; it was from the other side of 
, the House, and was designed to thwart the Ex- 
ecutive. In furtherance of this object they not 


|| only attacked the Navy, but wished to strip the 


| Department of its legitimate head; and it was now 


the sum to which he was limited, and incurred || exhibited to the country without a head. There 
liabilities of upwards of seven hundred thousand || was no Secretary of the Navy now; and the next 
dollars; and then came here and asked Congress || movement would be to cut the Navy down toa 


gress, on the extravagance of the Navy Depart- 
ment. 


j 


He would consent to no such appropria- | 


tions. How were they to limit the expenditures 
in the recess of Congress? The Constitution pro- | 
| vided that there should be no expenditures but by | ' 
|| virtue of appropriations made by law. But that || that that view of the subject alone would induce 


| to cover either the deficiencies of a former Con- || few frigates. 


' } 


Was this just, or was it proper? 
| On what principle would gentlemen justify it to 
themselves or to the country, to trust this power 
in the hands of General Jackson, Mr. Van Buren, 
and General Harrison, and deny it to Mr, Ty- 
| ler? There was no justice in it, and he hoped 





was set aside, and there would be no check on || them to vote for this bill. 


the expenditures if this system of incurring pros- | 


It was not his purpose to eulogize this Admin- 


partment to meet its liabilities now resting on || pective liabilities were to be allowed to go on. If || istration; but he was willing to treat it as he had 
— Department, to meet which there were now no || gentlemen wislied to maintain a wise economy in || done all other Administrations, ee it by 


unds whatever. There was en amount of liabil- || the public expenditures, he could assure them this || its acts; ang if they should be foun 


consistent 


ities of $787,000 incurred beyond the appropria- || was not the way to do it. It had been well ob- || with the Constitution and welfare of the country, 
tions made, some of which might not be called || served by the gentleman from Massachusetts | he should give it the same support. After com- 
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menting on and answering the various objections 


that bad been made do the bill, Mr. B. went on 
to show that it was one of limitations and re- 
strictions, and came strictly within the principle 
contended for by gentlemen who were in favor of 
specific appropriations; for the transfer was now 
to be under the authority of Congress, instead of, 
as heretofore, under the authority of the Depart- 
ments. In answer to the objections that had been 
made against an increase of the Navy, he said, 
that those gentlemen who were in favor of organ- 
izing the territory of Oregon should not oppose 
the Navy; for without an increase of thatarm of 
our defense, they must not expect to accomplish 
the objects they have in view. Yet gentlemen 
who were in favor of the organization of this ter- 
ritory, were the very men who were for cutting 
down the Navy. He did not know that he him- 
self should go for it; but he was confident that he 
would not, unless another organization and the 
admission of another Territory was provided for. 

Mr. HLUGHLES asked leave to explain—as he 
presumed the gentleman alluded to him as one of 
those in favor of the organization of the territory 
of Oregon; he would take occasion to say that he 
was notan enemy to the Navy; but he was op- 
posed to the corruptions existing in it, of which 
he had abundant evidence. He wished it to be 
distinctly understood that he was not hostile to 
the Navy—that he wished to see it placed ona 
useful and effective footing; but he was determ- 
ined, if possible, to ferret out the abuses and cor- 
ruptions which impaired its efficiency. 

Mr. BLACK continued. If there were abuses 
and corruptions existing in the Navy, that was no 
argument against this bill, for it went to reform 
abuses, and made the transfers contemplated de- 
pendent on Congress; whereas they were former- 
ly made on the authority of the Department alone. 
If there were corruptions, let them be brought 
forward and exposed, and he would join in ap- 
plying the correction; but he hoped gentlemen 
would not oppose this bill because they believed 
there were corruptions in the Navy, which had 
nothing to do with it. But he was going on 
to say that, if the Oregon territory is to be or- 
ganized, it could not be marmtained without an 
increase of the Navy. On this subject he would 
not say that he would sustain the naked bill for 
the organization of Oregon, unless tt included 
other objects: for he did not believe that the ter- 
ritory of itseif would be worth the millions of 
treasure and the blood that it would cost the coun- 
try. He would coasider such a measure an un- 
alloyed mischief if there should not be any other 
considerations to compensate for its adaption. 
But if Oregon should be connected with Texas, 
aid come in with that country; 1 would be with 
his bearty concurrence and support, 

Mr. HOPKINS did not understand this bill as 
the gentleman from Georgia did. The gentleman 
spoke of it as a mere wansfer of money; but, in 
his opinion, it did more, and involved additional 
approprinuens. For instance, if there should be, 
after the expiration of the fiscal year,a deficiency 
in the appropriation for the pay of the Navy, 
there must be an additional appropriation. Now, 
if gentlemen intended this as a mere transfer of 
appropriations from one head to another, they 
would not object to the amendment he was about 
to offer, which was, to strike out the words ** du- 
ring the fiscal year;’’ and this would make the 
restriction general, and leave the expenses of the 
Navy within what was contemplated by the last 
appropriation bill. If this was done, he should 
make no objection to the bill, though he must say 
that he preterred the principle of specific appro- 
priations. He would not adopt the precedent 
here that, when Congress has made specific ap- 
propriations, any department shall carry the ex- 
penditures beyond them, and thereby compe! it 
to make additional appropriations. 

Mr. H. concluded by offering to amend the bill 
by striking out-the words ** during the present 
fiseal year.’’ 

Mr. WISE replied to the objections that had 
been urged against the bill, and showed that the 
principle contained in it was not anew one, The 
power of making transfers of the balances of ap- 
prepriations from one head to another, had exist- 
ed in all the Departments of the Government, 
and had been exercised by the Navy Department 
up to the time of the passage of the bill for its 
reorganization 


























| Before the passage of that bill, as the gentle- 
man from New York had observed, the Secretary 
of that Department had the power, when an ap- 
propriation was made for an item of expenditure, 
and a balance remained idle in the treasury, to 
transfer that balance to another object, for the 
accomplishment of which there was a deficiency 
of appropriations. This power now existed in 
the War Department, and, indeed, in all others 
except the Navy;and the object of depriving that 
Department of that power, was to prevent abuses 
which might occur; but the attempt to prevent 
abuses sometimes defeated itself. Those who 
were so much opposed to corruption, by passing 
this bill, were not hitting the right nail on the 
head. When the appropriation came up, and the 
question arose as to the propriety of voting a 
large or a small sum, gentlemen would have an 
opportunity of determining, and of taking the re- 


sponsibility of suspending the works; but, in re- | 
gard to this money, it was already appropriated, | 
‘The bill had come unanimously from the commit- || 


tee. Itecame from the friends of economy on that 


committee, as well as from the friends of the |, 
Some gentlemen had intimated that, if it || 
was proposed to make a definite appropriation, | 


Navy. 


they would vote for it; but they cannot trust the 
power to transfer appropriations to the Secretary 
of the Navy. ‘lhe bill was intended to authorize 
the transfer of a specific sum, which must lie idle 
unless this power were given. 

Mr. HOPKINS inquired of the gentleman 
whethar the committee had ascertained that, this 
$200,000 being taken from the appropriation for 
the pay of the Navy, and applied to the object 
proposed by this bill, there would not be neces- 
sity for a further appropriation hereafter to sup- 
ply the deficienc 

Mr. WISE said he would remind his colleague 
that there was a long list of items under the last 
appropriation act besides the pay of the Navy. 
Certainly the officers, non-commissioned officers, 


and seamen, who had been enlisted and employed | 


must be paid; but there were other items of ap- 
propriation: there was the item for provisions, 
that for transportation, and many others. The 


effect would be, neither to increase nor diminish | 
the whole amount to be granted; it merely took | 


from one hand and put into the other. 


Mr. HUGHES inquired of the gentleman from 


Virginia under what head this sum of $200,000 
was placed ? 

Mr. WISE said it did not matter under what 
head it might be; whenever & balance was left, it 
was authorized to be transferred, and, of course, 
when no balance existed, none could be trans- 
ferred. 

Mr. HUGHES called the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the statement contained in a document 
prepared by the Medical Bureau, where it ap- 
peared that $17,000 had been paid for ninety-five 
cypress canoes, each capable of carrying about 
three men. That account, it appeared, had been 
audited and paid within the last year. 

Mr. WISE said he had himself had consider- 
able experience in auditing accounts, and he 
would give gentlemen a little information upon 
that subject. It might be that Lieutenant Me- 
Laughlin had wasted a great deal of money; but 
he would inform the gentleman that this charge 


made by him was one of the smallest he had ever | 


heard of. 

Mr. HUGHES. The canoes were worth about 
five dollars apiece. 

Mr. WISE. As to that, I would myself give 
ten dollars apiece, and take the whole. But he 


was now undergoing investigation; and he would 
add that, in his opimion, four times the abuses 
complained of in this case, existed in regard to 
others. And in regard to the Navy generally, 
he considered it far more pure than many other 
departments. 
reau, 
Department. Look at the Land Office and the 
Treasury Departmentitself He would infinitely 
prefer General Jackson, with all his stern sever- 
ity—he would prefer Van Buren, with whatever 
claim to confidence his friends were disposed to 
admit. They might go to their navy-yards, to 


| their rope-walks—to any branch of the naval ser- 


‘Take, for instance, the Indian bu- | 
Take the collectorship of the Treasury | 


vice—and, he repeated, as compared with many | 
others, this branch of the public service was as | 


pure as any. 
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in answering inquiries and furnishing informa. 
tion which could be obtained from the docuyon 
ay 


Congress should, therefore, take blamp 
to itself for much of that which was now Com 
plained of. 

He went on to specify calls on the Departmen, 
for information which had been already supplieg 
thus giving useless trouble to the clerks, who 
were not now sufficiently numerous to discharos 
the other duties devolving upon them. m 

Some explanations were also given in a conver. 
sation in which Messrs. WISE, BRINKEp. 
HOFF, and McKAY took part, more especially 
in relation to the prospective contracts for which 
the present liabilities were created. 

Mr. WISE then resumed, and concluded with 
a eulogy of the Navy and naval officers, and, 


| defense of the system pursued in entering into 
prospective contracts. 


Mr. BARNARD opposed the bill at some 
length. He contended that this was nothing 
more nor less than an appropriation bill, and jp. 


| volved an appropriation of $200,000, which he 
| would prefer making in a direct way if it must be 


made, rather than in the manner now proposed, 
Mr. B., in conclusion, submitted an amendment, 


| the effect of which was to make the bill directly 


an appropriation bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York, said that if he un- 
derstood the matter in question, (and he wished 
to state how he understood it,) he should vote for 


| the bill; preferring it in the present form to an ap- 


| propriation bill. 


| ticular head. 


Appropriations, he understood 
were generally made for expenditures under dif. 
ferent heads; and were made to cover what was 
supposed, from the estimates of the Departments, 
would be the amount of expenditure for each, par- 
The difficulty which now embar- 
rassed the Navy Department, as he understood 
it, was, that the money appropriated for one of 
these objects had been exhausted, (whether cor- 
rectly or not, he would not pretend to say,) while 
there remained on hand unexpended balances ap- 
propriated for other objects that were not wanted. 

The proposition now made to the House was 
to enable a transfer to be made out of appropria- 
tions from which a sum could be saved sufficient 
to supply the deficiency. The bill enabled the 


| Department to transfer a surplus fund, in cases 


where, by economy, enough could be saved to 
supply the deficiency occasioned by the transfer. 
But, concede that all that had been said against 
the bill were true, and that no money could be 


_ saved from other appropriations, the result would 


be merely that a direct appropriation would have 


| to be made to supply the place of that which was 


taken; as, without the transfer, it would have to 
be made for the purpose for which the transfer 
was proposed. 

Aftersome further discussion, in which Messrs. 
DAVIS, OWEN, and M. BROWN took part, 
the question was taken upon the amendment to 
strike out the words *‘during the remainder of the 


_ fisea) year,’’ and decided in the affirmative. 
would inform the gentleman that this very case || 


The amendment some time since offered by 
Mr. Barwarp, and published at the time it was 
offered, was also agreed to. ; 

Mr. BARNARD offered an amendment,which 
was understood to be a proposition to change the 
bill from its present shape to one ett 
$200,000 for the branches of the Navy Depart- 
ment, to which the original bill proposed to make 


| the transfer of appropriations heretofore made. 


The amendment was oo! by a vote of 53 
to 56, taken by Messrs. Wintnropr and Burke, 
tellers. , ; 
The committee then rose, and reported the bill 
and theamendments to the House; and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
Mr. BARNARD called for the yeas and nays 
on the question of the engrossment of the bill, and 


Just at this moment, when the | they were ordered. 
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“Mr. MeDOWELL moved ari adjournment. — 


The yeas and nays were called for, but not or- | 


dered; and the motion was agreed to—81 voting 
in the affirmative, and 45 in the negative. 
The House thereupon adjourned. 





The following notices of petitions presented to-day were 
panded to the reporters by the members presenting them : 

By Mr. HUGHES: The petition of Mr. Querry, of Ray 
county, Missouri, praying Congress for a compensation for 
services rendered during the revolutionary war. — ; 

By Mr. GILMER: The petition of Churchill Gibbs ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
“aims. 

Oy Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana: The petition of Peter Von 
Schmidt, of this city, in relation to a dry-dock. . 

By Mr. DODGE: The resolution of the Council and 
House of Representatives of the Territory of Wisconsin, 
relative to @ ship canal around the falls of St Mary, at the 
outlet of Lake Superior; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals. , 

Also, the petition of the inhabitants of the town of Min- 
eral Point, Territory ot Wisconsin, asking Congress to pass 
alaw confirming their tiles to their lots in said town, in 
accordance with the several acts of Congress heretofore 
assed to enable the claimants in said town to perfect their 
titles, and to obtain their patents; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. can 

Also, the petition of citizens of the Territory of Wiscon- 


sin, asking Congress for an appropriation for a road from | 


Sheboygan, on Lake Michigan, to T'ychedah and Fond du 
Lac, on Lake Winnebago, to Grand Lake, on Fox river; 
which was referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. CALDWELL withdrew from the files of the Clerk, 
and presented the petition and papers of the heirs of Henry 
King, deceased, of Kentucky; which were referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. TYLER: The petition of Lovel G. Mickles, of 
the city of New York, praying for an appropriation by Con- 
gress, to be expended under the authority of the War De- 
partment, in applying and testing an invention to protect 
boats navigating the Mississippi and its tributaries from in- 
juries occasioned by snags and sawyers. 

Also, the petition of Luther Allen and otiers, praying 
for the erection of a light house at the mouth of Cattarau- 
gus creek, New York, and for the prosecution of the unfin- 
ished works at that place. 

By Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania: The petition of Dr. 
J. H. Kurtz, Dr. H. B. Bowman, and one bundred and fit 
teen others, citizens of Lancaster county, Pennsylvania, 
praying that Congress will take into consideration the pro- 
priety of reducing their daily pay and mileage. 

By Mr. SMITH, of [linois: The petition of two hundred 
and seventy citizens of Perry and Randolph counties, Lili- 
nois, praying additional mail facilities ; which was referred 
tothe Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WRIGHT, of Indiana: A joint resolution of the 
Legislature of Indiana, instructing the Senators of the State 
of Indiana, and requesting the Representatives, to procure 
the passage of a law refunding to General Andrew Jackson 
the unjust fine imposed upon him at_New Orleans, in 1815, 
by Judge Hall; and further, that they vote against any prop 
osition or bill which may be introduced into Congress to 
assume the State debis by the General Government, or the 


adoption of what is generally kuown as William Cost John- | 


son’s plan for paying the State debts, or in any manner fur- 
ther the distribution of the proceeds of the sale of the pub- 
lic lands; Avhich was ordered to be printed, and was com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Also, the petition of William Kyle and forty five others, 
citizens of Vermillion county, Indiana, asking that the 
Congress of the United States would grant to the State of 
Indiana the vacant lands in the Vincennes land district, for 
the purpose of continuing the Wabash and Erie canal from 
Terre Haute to Evansville; which was referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 

By Mr. St. JOHN: The petition of citizens of Ohio, ask- 
ing retrenchment and reform in the administration of the 
General Government; especially to correct certain abuses 
known to exist in certain Departments of the Government ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Retrenchment. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of George Leebrick and 
others, citizens of Columbia county, Pennsylvania, asking 
a modification of the rates of postage, and restriction of the 
franking privilege. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, January 31, 1844. 


Mr. MILLER presented a preamble and reso- 
lutions adopted by the inhabitants of Somerset 
county, New Jersey, declaring that the postage 
on letters is exceedingly burdensome and incon- 
venient, and ought to be reduced, and that the 
franking privilege ought to be abolished or re- 
stricted, They pray accordingly. 

The resolutions were referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a petition from James H. Ball, the exec- 
utor of Samuel Ball, deceased, praying the pay- 
ment of a loan certificate fssued by the United 
States in 1779; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Clairhs. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented resolutions of the 


Legislature of New York, instructing the Sena- 
tors and requesting the Representatives from that 
State to use their earnest efforts materially to re- 
duce the present raies of postage; to abolish the 
franking privilege, or to so restrict and regulate 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


itas to make it a more equal charge upon the | 
people; and to prescribe for the Post Office De- 
|| partment a more rigid system of economy; which 
|| were ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

|| Mr. BATES presented a petition from citizens || 
| of Needham, Massachusetts, recommending that || 
|. the United States will, in all future treaties with |} 
|| foreign nations, insert a provision for the settle- || 
|| ment of all national disputes by their reference to | 
|| a third Power; which was referred to the Com- | 
| mittee on Foreign Relations. 
i Mr. ATCHISON presented a petition from a | 
| number of citizens of Missouri, praying for the | 
establishment of a mail route from Savannah to | 


ii 


| 
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States, or any officer thereof, as enrolling agent for said 


| Cherokees, when appointed, the duties assigned, and com 


pensation allowed. How many persons, and who, have 
been engaged since the commencement of the year L341, in 


| aud about the proportion, for the emigration of said Indians, 


by what authority engaged, and the amount of money paid 
out by the United States, and to whom paid, since the date 
aforesaid, in subsisting said Indians, and in all other mat 
ters pertaining to their emigration, so as to show the whole 
amount expended about sar Indians since 1841, 


HOME SQUADRON. 
The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 


Sempce yesterday, was taken up and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to cause to be communicated to the Senate an esti 
mate of what would be the additional expense lo the Gov 


the Fork of Nodaway river; which was referred |} ernment of requiring each of the armed vessels of the United 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post || States attached to the home squadron to leave New Orleans 


Roads. 
Mr. BUCHANAN presented two memorials | 
from citizens of Erie, Pennsylvania, asking Con- | 

| gress to make an appropriation of money for the | 
purpose of completing the works commenced | 
| there, in order to make its harbor a safe and com- | 


| mittee on Commerce, 
| Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from | 
Hezekiah Houghtelin and others, of Alleghany | 
county, Pennsylvania, asking for a reduction of | 
the rates of postage, and a modification of the | 
| franking privilege; which was referred to the | 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Mr. SIMMONS presented a petition from Lu- 
ther Metcalf and others, citizens of Massachu- | 
setts and Rhode Island, asking for the establish- 
ment of a mail route from Providence, Rhode | 
| Island, to Framingham, Massachusetts; which | 
| was referred to the Committee on the Post Office | 
| and Post Roads. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
| Mr. CRITTENDEN remarked that the other | 


| day there was referred to the Committee on Mili- | 
| tary Affairs the petition of John H. Pennington, | 
of Baltimore, asking for an appropriation to test 

| the efficiency of his invention for navigating the | 
/air, or flying Mr. C, said he had not been able 











| to perceive that it was referred to the Military || 
it || eXecutive session, was taken up and agreed to: 


| Committee with any sort of appropriateness. 
| was not the art of flying they had todo with, but | 
| that of standing and fighting. He therefore moved | 
| that the committee be discharged from considering | 
| the petition; which was agreed to. 
Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian 
| Affairs, to which had been referred the petition of | 
| William Henson, praying compensation for en- | 
rolling and subsisting certain emigrating Indians, | 
reported a bill for his relief; which was read and 
ordered to a second reading. 
' 


| 
| 
| Mr. CRITTENDEN said he had been in- | 


structed by the Committee on Military Affairs, to | 
which had been referred the message of the Pres- 
| ident of the United States, communicating, in 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate, copies | 
| of the proceedings of the court-martial in the case | 
| of Second Lieutenant Buell, of the third infantry, | 
| to move that the same be printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Print- | 
ing, reported in favor of printing several docu- 
ments; which was concurred in by the Senate. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


| Onmotionof Mr. BENTON, leave was granted 
| to withdraw from the files the petition and papers 





| Of Isabella J. Martin, the widow of John T. Mar- | 


| un, 
| On-motion of Mr. BAGBY, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of Robert Carr Lane, attorney 


| in fact for John Hanes, late marshal of Alabama, praying 
compensation for the maintenance of a number of recap- 


tured Africans, be taken from the files, and referred to the | 


| Committee on the Judiciary. 
CHEROKEE INDIANS. 


Mr. JARNAGIN submitted the folowing res- | 


onee a month, and visit alternately the principal ports on 
the eastern shores of the Islands of Cuba, Sana Domingo, 
and Porto Rico, thence to sail down the coast of the Car 
ribean sea and Gulf of Mexico, touching at the principal 
ports in Venezuela, New Grenada, Guatemala, Mexico, 
and Texas, and thence return to New Orleans; and also of 
sending a vessel once a month from New Orleans, by Ha- 


i} vana, Matanzas, and Kingston, Jamaica, to Chagres, and 
| modious one; which were referred to the Com- || back to New Orleans. 


NAVAL DEPOT AND DOCK-YARD. 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday 

y Mr. Breese, was taken up and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be di 
rected to inquire into the expediency of providing for the 
examination of some pointat or near the confluence of the 
Ohio and Mississippi rivers, by some competent officer of 
the Navy, to be appointed by the President of the United 
States, aud to be associated with some skillful officer of 
the corps of topographical engineers, to be appointed in hke 
manner, and to report to the nextsession of Cougress upou 
its advantages and capabilities for a naval depot and dock 
yard ; and into the expediency of appropriating a sum of 
money for that purpose equal in amount to the sum appre- 
priated for the examination of the barbor of Memphis, in 
Tennessee ; and that the said committee be authorized to 
call before them and examine competent civil and other 
engineers, acquainted with that locality, as te its capabil- 
ities for such naval depotand dock-yard ; and also that they 
inquire into the expediency of establishing a marine bospi- 
tal ator near said point; and that they report by bill or oth- 
erwise. 

SALT SPRINGS IN ARKANSAS. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Sevier yesterday, after the Senate came out of 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency ot repealing the 
third section of an act entitled * An act authorizing the Gov 
ernor of the ‘Territory of Arkansas to lease the salt springs 
in said Territory, and for other purposes.’’ approved the 
20th day of April, 1832. or else of granting the titie of the 
United States to the subject-inatter of said third section to 
the State of Arkansas. 


RESTORATION OF FUGITIVE SLAVES. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
BenTon yesterday, was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to the Stnate the information, if any, which may be in 
the Department of State, in relation to the slaves commit- 
ting crimes and escapitig from the United States into the 
British dominions, since the ratification of the treaty in 
1842. and the refusal of the British authorities to give them 
up. Also, thathe communicate to the Senate the informa - 

tion, if any such is possessed by him, of the construction 
which the British Government puts upon the said articles 
in relation to slaves committing crimes in the United States 
and taking refuge in the Britist: dominions. 


FUGITIVE CRIMINALS. 


The resolution introduced by Mr. Benton on 
yesterday, for expressing the opinion of the Sen- 


|| ate that the President of the United States ought 


to give notice to the Government of Great Britain 
for the immediate termination of the tenth article 
of the treaty of 1842, for the surrender of fugitive 
criminals, came up for consideration. 

Mr. BENTON said it was not his wish that 
the Senate should act on this resolution until after 


| the information was received under the resoluuon 


just adopted. He therefore moved that it be 
postponed till this day two weeks. 
The motion was agreed to. 
ENOCH BALDWIN. 


On motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, the ad- 








the rule: \| verse report of the Committee on Commerce on 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, || the petition of Enoch Baldwin was taken up, and 
directed to report to the Senate if there be any Indians of || eoneurred in by the Senate. 


\| the Cherokee tribe remaining east of the Mississippi river, j 
and if so, why they were not removed with that tribe in | DEFENSE OF WESTERN FRONTIER. 
The adverse report of the Committee on Mili- 


|| 1837 and 1838. That he state whether or not the Chero- | 
kees now in the State of North Carolina were allowed the | S ; C 
| rights of citizenship under the Cherokee treaty of 1835-36, || tary Affairs, on the memorial of the General A s- 
and if the State of North Carolina did not, by an act of her | sembly of M.ssouri, in relation to the establish- 
| er eee a ryan oe fa asta edopey a || ment of additional military posts for the defense 
} ion of North Carona; anc P : ea- : . . . - i 
sor: said Indians were not removed west. That he state || Of the western frontiers, was taken up, and con 
whether any person bas been appointed by the United |] curred in. 


| 
| olution; which lies-on the table one day, under | 
it 

| 


| 
| 
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FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. 

The Senate bill to grant a certain quantity of 
land to aid in the improvement of the Fox and 
Wisconsin rivers, and to connect the same by a 
canal in the Territory of Wisconsin, came up in 


the Senate, the question being on striking out the | 


third section of the bill, 

That question was put, and disagreed to. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
the question being on ordering it to be engrossed 
for a third reading— 

Mr. TALLMADGE moved that its further 
consideration be postponed till Monday next, by 
which time he hoped to receive information of the 
condition of the lands proposed to be appropri- 
ated to the making of this canal. 

The motion was acreed to. 


INSANE ASYLUM. 

The Senate bill providing for the Insane Asy- 
lum of the District of Columbia was taken up as 
in Committee of the Whole, on an amendment 
proposed by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to appropriate $3,000 for the mainte- 
nance of the insane District of 
Columbia. now in the Baltimore asylum. 

Mr. MILLER, inexplamrog the circumstances 
which called for the amendment, said that, in the 
year 1842, an act passed Congress appropriating 
the sum of §10,000 for the purpose of converting 
the old jail of this city, then lying useless, mto 
an asylum for the insane of the District. ‘That 
act was carried into effect, and the building was 
now ready for the reception of patients. To 
mrovide for this afflicted class, the practice had 
pote for years to appropriate annually a sum of 
$3,000, which was paid over to the insane asylum 
at Baltimore, where all insane persons or lunatics 
of the District of Columbia were received, pro- 
vided for, and attended to, under the direction or 
order of the President; bat last year such appro- 
priation was not made, from the fact of its intro- 
duction to the Llouse of Representatives being at 


persons of the 


almost the last hour of the session; and, conse- 
quently, leaving no time for its passage throuch 
this branch. 

The building was now ready; and, to account 
for the sum now called for, he would, from an 
estimate made by one of the 
physicians of t 
placed much reliance, mention the following 
items: To three inspectors, $250 each, 8750; sec- 
retary, at §— per day, for fifty-two days, §—; 
steward, $500; resident physician, $500 per year. 
This estimate also provided for servants and at- 
tendants, for board of patients, fuel and lights, 
for the furnishing of forty-one dormitories and 
eight large rooms, and amounted in the whole to 
the sum of $10,968. ‘This amount the commuit- 
tee reduced to $10,000, satisfied that it would be 
sufficient for the first year. Hereafter, the com- 
mittee thought that the sum of $5,000 would be 
required for the annual support of that institu- 
tion. 

Mr. SEMPLE inquired if any account had 
been furnished of the manner in which the former 
grant of $10,000 had been disposed of ? 

Mr. MILLER said he had examined the ac- 
counts in the commussioner’s office, and found 
that the sum appropriated had been expended 
according to the intentions of Congress, with the 
exception of $14 64, which sull remains on 
hand, 

Mr. TAPPAN expressed the hope that ex- 
yenditures for the support of the insane in the 
istrict of Columbia would cease some time or 
other. Several appropriations had been made for 
that object, and when it was done it was . ye un- 
derstanding that this last amount appropriated 
was all that would be required. The evil had 
increased, instead of being diminished, by con- 
tinued appropriations. It was his opinion that 
the people of this District were competent to sup- 
port their own poor and insane. Other commu- 
nities supported theirs, without the aid of the 
General Government; and he knew no reason 
why the Government should support the paupers 
of this District any more than of any town or 
county in any State in the Union. He therefore | 
demanded the yeas and nays on the engrossment 
of the bill. 

. Mr. MERRICK did not wish to argue this 
question. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tappan] 
was right in saying that provisions heretofore || 


most res pe ctable 
he city, on which the committee 


INGRESSION AL GLOBE. 


tt i Wwe toe " or é 7 
| had been made for the purpose of supporting the | 


insane of this District. An appeal had been made 
to Congress to provide means for the support of 
this destitute and suffering class of individuals. 
They were sent to the asylum at Baltimore, and 
there supported at the expense of Congress, for 
$300 a head, annually. ‘The inconvenience, both 
to the individuals suffering and to the State itself, 
of not having them provided for here, was obvi- 
ous to the framers of the bill. 
of Congress, a law was passed for the conversion 


of the old jail, in this city, into an insane asylum | 


for the District, and Congress was to take upon 
itself the charge of supporting the insane of this 
District. The bill now before the Senate, pro- 
posed to carry out this plan. The jail was al- 
ready converted into an asylum. All that re- 
tained to be done was to furnish and fit it upin 
a proper manner. 
itthan that. It proposed, instead of continuing 
to send the insane of the District to hospitals in 
foreign or different States, having them provided 
for here. 


pense of taking care of the insane and destitute, 
and be much more convenient than sending them 
to neighboring States. There was not to be any 
expenditure of money except what would be ac- 
tually necessary for food, clothing, lights, &c., 


Atthe last session | 


There was nothing more in | 


Congress was called upon to provide | 
the necessary furniture for the institution. This | 
institution would greatly reduce the annual ex- | 


aud the very moderate salary of the officers. He | 


could not see what plausible objection there was 


to this in the remarks of the Senator from Ohio. | 


Why should the paupers and the insane of the 
District be supported by the inhabitants of the 
District? Hospitals were supported in the States 
by the State governments, and Congress was the 


only source from which the District could expect | 


assistance. It made laws, and conducted the af- 


fairs of the District; and bore the same relation 


towards it that the State governments bore to- | 


wards the States. A great number of the desti- 
tute here came from distant parts of the country, 
for the purpose of presenting to Congress just 
claims against the Government. They were ne- 
cessarily compelled to stop here, because of its 
being the seat of the General Government. The 
institution was not designed to be a permanent 
home for paupers of this description; but human- 
ity and justice required that they should at least 
be taken care of, until they could obtain the means 
of returning to the States which are bound to pro- 
vide for them. 

Mr. SEMPLE said he was favorable to the 
general object of this bill; but he was not satis- 
fied with some of its provisions, especially that 
concerning domiciled paupers. He was also in 
fayor of having a more accurate account given in 
relation to the former appropriation; and thought 
the best policy would be to postpone the further 
consideration of the bill till Monday next. He 
submitted a motion to that effect. 

Mr. MILLER had no objection to the bill being 
postponed until Monday next. The clause re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Illinois was not in- 
tended to exclude from the benefits of the asylum 
any one afflicted, or who might become afflicted, 
in the District, no matter whether residents or 
not. Bu’ it was intended by it to prevent the 
residents of other States, who might, from sud- 
den attacks of lunacy or other causes, obtain 
admission, from remaining a burden on the estab- 


| lishment, after their residence liad been ascer- 
| tained, and the particular State discovered that | 


was bound to provide forthem. He believed the 
Senator from Ohio to be mistaken in asserting 
that the former appropriations were granted un- 


der the impression that no further sums for the | 


purpose would be required. Those grants, with | 
the exception of the one of $10,000, being annual, 
showed on their face a proof that further sums 
for the purpose would be required from time to 
time. He bad already explained the cause of 
last year’s appropriations not being made; but 
that did not do away with the necessity of its 
being now made. The afflicted of. the District 
had been supported last year without the pay- 
ment of a cent; but it had been done on the faith 
of the Government. Their is now due for their 


| support, to the Baltimore asylum, $3,000, which 
| Government was bound to pay; it was a debt in- 


curred in fulfillinga contractentered into with the 
full sanction of Congress; and as such, its pay- 
ment could not be denied. 





January 31, 


| Congress was the Legislature of the 
and the District looked to it the same as 
eral States looked to their Legislatures 
support of such establishments as that proyjq d 
| for by this bill; and if the différent State L.> 

latures thought it their duty to establish sue; 
stitutions, Congress could not be wrong in d 
the same. 

Mr. MERRICK would object to the postpone. 
ment, except the Senator from Illinois would dp. 
clare that he sought the delay only to examing 
the provisions of the bill, and not for the PUrpose 
of throwing any obstacle in the way of its fing| 
passage. In the latter case, he would resist th. 
postponement. 

Mr. SEMPLE remarked that he distinctly 
stated, in moving the postponement, that he was 
favorable to the bill, and that his object wag to 
obtain time toexamine its provisions. He thought 
if the Senator from Maryland insisted on the }jlj 
proceeding at that moment, it probably would 
not pass. 


The bill was then postponed till Monday next, 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. BERRIEN moved that the Senate proceed 


to the consideration of executive business, 

Mr. EVANS said he had come there this morp. 
ing with the expectation of proceeding in his re- 
marks on the subject of the tariff; but, with the 
hope that the opportunity would be afforded him 
to-morrow morning of proceeding in the discus- 
sion, he would interpose no objection to the mo- 
tion to go into executive session. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of executive business; and, after some time spent 
therein, adjourned, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, January 31, 1844. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
THE RULES OF THE HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER announced the order of the 
morning hour to be the report of the committee 
on rules, on which the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. A. Jonnson} had the floor. 

Mr. A. JOHNSON said, if he understood the 
question before the House, it was the motion to 
recommit the report of the committee on rules, 
with instructions to report the 21st rule, (now the 
25th,) which the committee had erased from the 
rules for the government of this House; and in 
presenting the few crude and desultory remarks 
which he had to offer on this subject, he did not 
wish to turn utopian. In debating a question 
which he considered one of the first magnitude, 
he felt no disposition to become a mere idle talker; 
and, as time was precious, under the operation of 
the one-hour rule, he should at once march right 
up to some one or two points on this subject 
which he deemed the most important. It was 
true, there had been some positions discussed 
here that were not legitimately before the House 
for its consideration, but, which had grown inci- 
dentally out of other questions; and it he should 
be a little irrelevant in meeting and in attemptng 
to answer some arguments made on those points, 
he trusted it would not be considered irrelevancy 
in him. 

Ithad been gravely contended, before the House 
and before the country, that the Congress of the 
United States had power to abolish slavery in the 
District of Columbia; and on this point, although 
his opinion might be unimportant, and his argu- 
ment might be as weak as.his opinion was value- 
less, he begged leave to differ from some able men 
who had occupied the floor before him. They 
were told, he repeated, that the Congress of the 
United States had power to abolish slavery in the 
District of Columbia. But whence did Congress 
derive this power? All the power that the Con- 
gress of the United States can exercise over the 
District of Columbia was derived from the States 
of Virginiaand Maryland; and the question which 
first presented itself to the mind was this: bad the 
States of Virginia and Maryland, when they ex- 
ercised jurisdiction over the District of Columbia, 
power to abolish slavery in this territory—now 
called the District of Columbia? He thought, 
when they examined this question with deliberate 
minds, they could not resist the conclusion that 
the Legislatures of Maryland and of Virginia 
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Se Pinte eee oe 
could exercise no such power; and, if the Legis- | 
iatures of Maryland and Virginia could exercise | 
no guch power, how could they delegate the | 
water power to a@ creature which was brought 
> o existence by those sovereign States? How, | 
i» asked, could they delegate a greater power to 
» creature of those States than those States them- 
selves possessed ? When they turned to the bill | 
of rights of the States of Virginia and Maryland, || 
they found that to the citizens of those States was 
gecured the right of property. They found that | 
npivate property could not be taken and appro- 
‘rated to the public use without just compensa- 
‘oy made therefor, much less to take private 
~-anerty, and appropriate it to no use atall. But 
he should not dwell on this point, for it was con- 
-lysive. ‘here was no citizen of either Virginia |) 
or Maryland that would pretend that the Legis- || 
iatures of those States, anterior to the cession, 
had power to abolish slavery within their char- | 
wed limits. But suppose there were po guaran- || 
wes; admit, for the sake of argument, that they 
had such power: there was other ground to rely 
ypon of equal magnitude to his mind. What was 
+? The Constitution of the United States secured 
ond guarantied to every individual in this Con- 
aderacy the right to private property; and it said 
shat private property should not be taken by the 
General Government for the public use without | 
‘yst compensation. This ground, then, aside 
from the want of power in the State Legislatures 
,delegate such power to the General Govern- 
ment, was sufficient, and might be securely reliede | 
op, in bis humble opinion. 
But to make himself understood on this point, 
he proposed to state a case; and he desired to be 
jerstood, and he desired the position which he 
ied on this subject to be understood. For 
siance, then, there were two citizens residing 
,what is called the District of Columbia, pre- 
vous to the acts of cession of the States of Mary- ' 
od and Virginia. One of those individuals had 
a negro, Which is made, by the Constitution of 
ce country, one of the forms of property—a ne- 
slave worth $500; this individual sells that 
veto the other citizen for that sum of $500; the 
utract is made, and is to be completed some 
thereafter. But before the completion of the 
uivact, Virginia and Maryland make the acts 
‘cession, ceding this District to the General 
vernment. Now, in what position did they 
sand? Previous to the act of cession, neither of 
the States could pass a law impairing the obliga- 
un of contracts; and if this bona fide contract 
was entered into previous to the act of cession, 
asked every member on that floor if those 
Sates could not pass a law impairing the obliga- 
tion of contracts, if the General Government, de- 
nving its power from the States over this District, 
ser ithad passed under its jurisdiction, could 
pass any act impairing the obligation of such a 
tract? Was there any one on that floor that 
vould maintain such a doctrine? He was willing 
to admit that the Legislatures of those States 
uld legislate not to impair the obligation of 
contracts, but to make contracts more perfect; 
aid thus far Congress could go after this District 
passed under its jurisdiction. Congress could 
mss a law to cure defect in legislation, but no law 
impairing the obligation of contracts; and on this 
position he defied opposition. 

He, however, must necessarily be brief, as his 
ume was short; and he should, therefore, not 
‘well longer on that point. He had neither the 
ume nor the disposition to discuss the questions 
nvolved, in detail. He merely desired to be un- 
derstood on some principal points. He had no 
wish to discuss what was called the evil of sla- 
very, or the origin of slavery. He had no inten- 
uon to go back to the year 1442, and take up the |) 
introduction of slavery; nor to the year 1620, when 
it was introduced into the State of Virginia; nor 
'o trace its progress from that time to the present 
lt was sufficient for him to know, on the present 
occasion, that slavery had existed for six thou- 
sand years. They read that some of the servants 
of the Lord had slaves; and, when Joshua went 
to take possession of the land of Canaan, he had — 
divine authority to make the inhabitants thereof | 
“hewers of wood and drawers of water.’’ In 
short, slavery had existed ever since man formed | 
acommunity; and he defied any, even the most | 
intelligent, to put his finger on any spot in the | 
habitable globe where slavery had not existed at’ 





| of things? 


some period in the stream of time. The attempt, 
however, had been to make a false issue before 
the country on the sacred right of petition. They 


| were asked, ‘* what, will you debar the freemen 


of this country of the poor privilege of coming 
here as petitioners?’’ Now, he wished the House 
to.understand this point. He did not assume the 
attitude of petitioners and of humble suppliants 
for his constituents, asking fur mercy at the foot 


| of power. No; they were freemen, and they had 


the right to speak to the Congress of the United 


| States authoritatively, and not in the humble atti- | 


tude of petitioners; they had the right to speak | 
by the ballot-box, and the majority had the right | 


| tocommand. His constituents need not approach 


him—their representative, their servant—in the | 


humble attitude of petitioners; but as his masters, 
and to command him to do what they desired to 
be done. What did they mean by the right of 

etition? i 
Saat right. Now, he understood that the order 


of things had been reversed in this Government. | 


Why, it was said, it was a great in- | 


He knew the time had been when the people were | 


only tolerated in the exercise of certain privileges, 
all power being in the Crown. 


Sut, he repeated, | 
| the order of things had been reversed, and now 


all power was in the people; now the people were | 


the sovereigns in this country; and would they 


| place the sovereigns in the strange and extraor- 


dinary position of petitioners to their servants? 


| The people, as the sovereigns, had the right to 
| demand authoritatively through the ballot-boxes, 


or to instruct the members on that floor what they | 


should do. 


. . . | 
But it was said that the adoption of the 2lst 
rule was an infringementof, and an encroachment | 


on, the great right of petition. One of the gen- 
tlemen who had taken part in this discussion, 
{[Mr. Wricurt, of Indiana,} had said that it was 
a rejection of the petitions of their constituents 
at the door; and he made the inquiry—and it was 
one of some consideration—how the House was 
to know, legislatively what the petitioners asked 
for; and how they were to know in their legisla- 
tive capacity, whether they could or could not 
grant the prayer of the petition, if it were rejected 
before it were received? But what was the state 
Was that all that was required? 
Whenever a member on that floor rose to present 
a petition, what was required of him? That he 
should state the substance of the petition to the 
House. Were they not informed, then, in their 
legislative capacity? He thought they were. But, 
said another gentleman, [Mr. Winturop,|—and 
he brought a philosophic figure from Mr. Burke 


to show the error they had got in—it was true 
| they knew the difference between fair midday and 


deep midnight, but they could not tell the precise 
point where the day terminated and the night 
commenced; and so it was with the right of peti- 
tion and of legislation. Now he wanted to make 
an application of this, if he could. The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Wintnrop] said 
that Mr. Hatsell had laid down the true doctrine; 
and what was it? That all petitions were to be 
received and heard and considered, with two ex- 
ceptions—the one, when the petition was not 


presented decently, and the other, when the lan- | 


guage in which it was couched was not respect- 
ful to the House. Now he found little difference 
between these two grounds of exception; but 
where, he would ask the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetus, [Mr. Winturop,] was the precise point 
at which decency terminated and indecency com- 
menced? Where was the point at which re- 


spect stopped and disrespect began? Would that 


gentleman inform the House how he discovered 
the difference? 


and say that their language was not so respectful 


‘| as he had a right to expect, and therefore he had 


the power, under the Constitution, to turn them 
out of doors; but would the gentleman say where 
disrespect, which gave him the power to reject 


| the petition, began? 


Some gentlemen had great tact, when they could 
not march up to a point and meet it by irresist- 
ible argument, in getting up a fog, and leaving 
the whole thing in doubt and uncertainty. But 
he thought the point where the right of petition 
stopped and legislation began, was just as clear 
as the difference between midday and midnight. 
The petitioners could exercise all the functions 
conferred upon them by the Constitation, and 


According to that gentigman’s | 
| notion, he could meet his constituents at the door, | 
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then they came to the door of the Representa- 
live Hall, and there, through their Representa- 
tive, the peution was brought up. The Repre- 
sentative got up, and, in accordance with the rule 
of the House, stated its substance, and offered it 
for the eonsideration of the Representative body; 
and from that moment the right of petition ceased; 
and at that very same instant the right of legisla- 
tion began. That was the stopping point; there 
was a distinction between the right of petition and 
of legislation, and they were not like two liquids 
running into each other, so as to defy the defin- 
ing of distinction. The petitioners had the right 
to exercise all the powers conferred on them by 
the Constitution; but had the Representative body 
no powers? It was a thinking, intelligent body, 
and must exercise some discrimination. Had that 
body not the power to say to the petitioners at 
the door, as well as after they cot a little fur- 
ther in, what disposition should be made of their 
petitions? The petitioners were met by the 2ist 
rule, as it was commonly called. When a mem- 
ber rose and stated the substance of a petition, he 
was met by that rule as the recorded considera- 
tion of the House on that subject, and hearing on 
the case. The subject had been considered, and 
the petitioners were thus told that they were ask- 
ing for a thing to be done which the House had 
considered, and that that rule stood as the record- 
ed judgment of the House thereon. Were the 
petitioners turned out of the House, then, with- 
out consideration? He thought not. 

3ut what had been the course of the Senate on 
this subject? The honorable gentleman here quoted 
the rule of the Senate requiring a motion to be 


| made for the reception of such petitions; which 
| motion, for a series of years, the Senate had laid 


on the table; thus recognizing the principle that 
these petitions could be rejected. 

« Again: some gentlemen had said we have the 
right to petition for the abolition of slavery in the 
District of Columbia. Let us examine this sub- 
ject fora few moments. Congress, say those gen- 


tlemen, has the exclusive rightof legislation within 


the District. Well, admit this; yet, let me tell 
them, that when Congress is acting upon the bus- 


_iness of the District, it is, to all intents and pur- 
| poses—what? The legislature of the District; and 


while acting as such legislature, and passing laws 
in relation to the affairs of the District, the people 
of the District stand in the same relation to Can- 


| gress as the people of any State doto the Legis- 


lature of that State; and e converso, Congress 
stands in relation to the District, precisely as the 
Legislature of a State to the people of that State. 
And while Congress is so acting as the legislature 


| of this District, no individual living out of the 


District has any more right to petition Congress 
for the abolition of slavery within the District, 
than the people of one State have to petition the 
Legislature of another State for the abolition of 
slavery within such State. But a position that 
was taken yesterday,with which 1 was very much 
pleased, was this: Oh! say the gentlemen, we 
should reject these petitions because they are not 
couched in respectful language. In reply to this, 
it was truly and forcibly remarked yesterday by 
the gentleman from Georgia: Oh! yes, when pe- 
titions come here that are disrespectful to our 
noble selves, we are to kick them out of the 
House; but when petitions are presented, speak- 


|ing disrespectfully of our masters, those from 


' whom we derive the little power we possess, we 


are bound to give them a respectful consideration! 
When petitions come here asking us to do that 


| which would drench this land with blood, we 
| must receive and consider them, because, forsooth, 


they are not disrespectful to ourselves. There is 
agitation, say the gentlemen; and the continuance 
of this rule has produced it. Abrogate this rule, 


and all will be calm and quiet. But we were told 


by the distinguished gentleman from Massachu- 
setts that a mere repeal of the rule would not do; 
it would not satisfy the Abolitionists; nor have 


| we any reason to believe that it would. Do we 


not see the strife that is carried on to see who 
shall have the honor of achieving this important 
step in procuring the repeal of the rule? Strike 
out that, and you will hear the shouts of victory 
resounding from one end of the Union to the 
other. Strike that rule from existence, and they 
will then be able to make another advance. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts, in his 
speech, laid dowa the rule that we ougist to con- 
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sider every pe 


petition comes here proposing 
sis of representation in the ele 
States, with a view of excluding from this House 


a portion of its members: how much considera- | 


tion would such a petition deserve? There was 
a petition offered yesterday from a man who 
wanted to be divorced from his wife, and to be 
remunerated for loss of time while he had been 
married, &c. There was a petition the other 
day from an individual who wanted permission 
to goto Canada. How much consideration would 
the gentleman be disposed to give to these peti- 
tions? I want the rule laid down how much con- 
sideration we shall give to each; how much our 
sympathies shall be excited in each case. I 
merely wish to show the fallacy of the gentle- 
man’s position. But sometimes the consistency 
of these great champions of the rights of petition 
and of the rights of the people should be exam- 
ined. Which is the most important to freemen, 
the privilege of coming to the ballot-box and of 


exercising that right, so peculiarly the right of | 


freemen, giving their suffrages according to their | 


inclination, or the privilege of petitioning? Would | 


you believe it, Mr. Speaker, one or two of these | 
great champions of the right of petition have re- | 
corded their votes against—what? Againstallow- | 


ing to free white men the poor privilege of voting. 
Upon the passage of a bill for the incorporation 


of the town of Alexandria, we find—and it seems | 
to me somewhat strange that it should be so— | 


these champions of the people’s rights standing 


up and voting against a proposition to permit | 


white men to vote. We find the distinguished 
gentleman from Massachusetts refusing to allow 
free white men the privilege of voting; and, on 
traveling a little further upon the record, I find 
the name of Mr. Cuartes Hupson in opposition 
to giving the right of voting to white freemen—a 
gentleman who has expressed so much sympathy 
for the great right of petition, as he calls it. But 
when a freeman comes forward, and asks the poor 

rivilege of voting at the ballot-box, the gentle- 
man folds his arms, and treats him with con- 
tempt. Yet these are the champions of freedom 
—champions of the right of petition—champions 
of the people’s rights! A little further on I find 
a motion, made by the venerable gentleman from 
Massachusetts, that the bill be recommitted, with 
instructions to the committee to strike out the 
word ** white;’’ so that, if the bill passed with 
the amendment, it would enable every woolly- 
headed, bandy-shanked, flat-footed negro to vote, 
Such is the course taken by the great advocates 
of the right of petition, when called on to record 
their votes in favor of allowing a privilege to free 
white men; such is their consistency. 

Perhaps it will be considered uncharitable in 
me to come to the conclusion | have upon this 
subject; but the conviction fixes itself upon my 
mind irresistibly, and I will speak my sentiments, 
let the consequences be What they may. I do 
believe, and have believed for some time, that 
there is a deliberate design on the part of some 
gentlemen to effect, if possible, a dissolution of 
the Union. But when we of the South, who rep- 
resent the interests of the slave States, contend 
for our rights, gentlemen say, Oh! you are too 
much excited—too much heated; your passion 
outruns your judgment; anything that you may 
say is notentitled to so much weightas that which 
proceeds from our calm and sober judgment. Ex- 
citement! what is it which occasions that excite- 
ment? Is not the treatment which this question 
receives a sufficient cause for excitement? It be- 
comes, in the hands of gentlemen on this floor, a 
question of dissolution—of Union or no Union; 
a question in which eleven States of this Union 
are vitally interested, States which possess up- 
wards of ten millions of property in slaves; yet 
when you are striking a blow which is to destroy 
that amount of property at once, we are told, if 
we exhibit any feeling upon the subject, it is 
southern heat. Oh! no; we must not speak upon 
the subject, unless we are perfectly calm and pas- 
sionless. Let me tell the agitators, the more they 
press this question, the greater will be the excite- 
ment, It is worse than nonsense to talk about 


making a-calm, deliberate appeal to them; it will | 


notdo; but when we come to examine thé subject, 
l am forced to come to the conclusion that there 
is a deliberate design to dissolve the Union. 


TT 
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tition in proportion to its import- | 
ance. Let us examine this a little. Suppose a || pressed by Mr. Apams, that he believed there was | 
to destroy the ba- | 
ven slave-holding | 





Mr. J. here referred toan opinion formerly ex- 


no possibility of a continuance of the union of the 
United States; thata dissolution must necessarily 
take place; that he saw no propriety in recom- 
mending New England men to promote the liter- 
ary institutions of the South, because southern 
men must become their enemies. This opinion 


was expressed as long ago as 1803; and he referred | 
to it now to show how long this feeling of hostil- | 


ity to the South had existed. And, in a speech 
made in the last Congress, the gentleman held 
this language: 

* In case of aservile war, and the free States being called 
upon to put down slavery, Congress, under the treaty- 
making power, would emancipate them all.”’ 

Why is this lure thrown out? Whom is it cal- 
culated to encourage? Is it not saying to the in- 
cendiary, who is standing with his torch ready 
lighted, prepared for the destruction of the South: 
** proceed; you will be assisted by the power of 
Congress; all the slaves shall be liberated under 
the treaty-making power.’’ Gracious God! are 
we prepared for scenes like these? Are we pre- 
pared to surrender our firesides, our homes, and 
our golden harvests, to the torch of the incendiary, 
to be converted into—what? Into fields of carnage 
and of blood, producing, to use the language of 
the poet, 

** Shrieks so loud, so shrill, so clear, 
That listening angels stoop to hear.’? 
And yet we are to be calm and deliberate. In 
a speech made by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, a short time ago, he says he thinks the 
consummation of the Christian religion will not 
take place until the emancipation of the negroes is 
effected. And then, I suppose, we have the com- 
mencement of that glorious millennium which has 
been so long prophesied. 


bloodshed and the sacrifice of thousands of lives. 
The gentleman has also declared that the institu- 
tion of slavery has the curse of Heaven upon it; 
and thas, in course of time, Providence will bring 
about emancipation. Great Britain, while she 
tramples upou the necks of her subjects, roves 
abroad to find subjects for sympathy. She can 
discern the oppression under which she says the 
negro suffers here, but cannot see the suffering of 
her own white men at home. An interposition 
of Divine Providence ! 
but I do believe the Almighty does now and then 
manifest his power in various ways, as in olden 
time; like the case of Saul of Tarsus, when jour- 
neying from Jerusalem to Damascus, he was 
struck with blindness. We read also of Herod 
addressing the people upon a certain day set apart 
for the purpose of receiving honor, such as was 
due only to the Supreme Being; and all the peo- 
ple shouted, and said his voice was like the voice 
of a god; and the angel of God smote him, and 
he was eaten of worms, and gave up the ghost. 
Sometimes we sec the power of God manifested 
in tempests, in the agitation of the mighty deep; 
sometimes we see his indignation flashing forth 
in the forked lightning; sometimes he sends forth 
a baleful comet, emitung from its fiery tale pesti- 
lence and death. I might refer to instances in 
modern times; | might refer to the occurrences of 
1840, when a most extraordinary excitement per- 
vaded the community; when reason was de- 
throned, and confusion and profanity reigned par- 
amount; when hard-cider and coon skins were 
substituted as the very emblems to be used with 
all the sacred rights of the holy communion; 
when men were diverted from the worship of the 
true and living God, to honor him whom they had 


succeeded in elevating to the highest pinnacle of , 


human ambition, and whom the Almighty, in the 


display of his power, struck as a star from its | 


sphere, down to the level of the tomb. 
this as an instance of divine interposition, 
we not trace it somewhat further? Who knows 


I give 


what might have been the result of his adminis- | 


tration of the Government? Who knows but 
God expressly interposed to set an obstacle in 
the way of the accomplishment of those mighty 
calamities which would, peradventure, have been 
produced under his administration of the Gov- 
ernment—the abolition of slavery, and the disso- 
lution of the Union? No, sir; | am not super- 
stitious, but 

The expiration of the morning 
nounced by the Speaker. 





hour was an- 


1 wish that day would | 
come; but I do not wish to attain it by means of || 


1 am not superstitious, | 


May | 













____ January 31, 


Mr. McCAUSLEN then obtained the floor 
Mr. BURKE offered a resolution autho,j,:, 
| the Speaker to adjourn the House to-day at tas 
|| o’elock. Mr. B. accompanied the presenta; 
of the resolution with a few remarks, but Pp 
low a tone that the reporter could not wel! hoe 
him. He was understood to say, however tha 
the resolution was intended as a mark of yes = 
to his colleague, [Mr. Repina,] the funera| ,; 
whose lady would take place to-day, . 

Mr. WILKINS desired to know if the geny, 
man from Ohio [Mr. McCavusien] who had o!, 
tained the floor, wished to address the Hous, 
on the subject of the rules. r 

Mr. McCAUSLEN said he did, and that it wa: 
immaterial to him whether he went on to-d Pe 
to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER remarked that the mor 
hour had expired. 

Mr. McKAY moved that the House reggly. 
itself into a Committee of the Whole for the pyr. 
pose of taking up the general appropriation bij) 
| The SPEAKER remarked that there were som» 
| Executive communications on his table that he 
| wished first to lay before the House. ; 
The question being put on Mr. Burxe’s mo. 
| tion to adjourn at two o’clock, it was carried, 
| 
| 
| 
| 


! 
i 
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ay or 


ning 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
The SPEAKER then laid before the House the 


|| following Executive communications: 

| A letter from the Postmaster General, submit. 

\*ting a report of the number of clerks and other 

|| persons employed in his Department during the 
past year. 

A communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, submitting a report of the late F, R. 
| Hassler, late superintendent of standard weights 
and measures. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, stating 
|, that he is required to distribute to the incorporat: 
colleges, societies, judges, &c., the different Con- 
cressional documents, and that he is not supplied 
with a number of said documents sufficient to 
furnish all to whom he is required to distribute; 
“and requesting that he may be furnished with 
fifty additional copies; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

A report from the Treasury Department, in re- 
| lation to the claim of Jeremiah Smith; which was 

referred to the Committee of Claims. 

A letter from the Treasury Department, trans- 
| mitting the report of the late superintendent of the 
coast survey, showing the progress of the work 
‘during the past season; which was laid on the 

table, and ordered to be printed. 

A communication from the War Department, 
| made in answer to a resolution of the House of 
the 15th instant, in relation to the number of ca- 
dets at the Military Academy, &c.; which was 

referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


= 
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TRANSFER ©F NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS. 


| The SPEAKER said that the first business in 
order would be the bill to suthorize the transfer 

(of naval appropriations that was reported with 

| amendments yesterday from the Committee o 
Whole. 

| Mr. M. BROWN said he wished to recommit 
the bill, with instructions to add an amendment 
he held in his hand. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON remarked that, as the 
House was to adjourn to-day at two o’clock, 
; he hoped his colleague would not press his mo- 
1, ton, but would permit him to move for asuspen- 
| sion of the rules, to receive such reports from the 

standing committees as would notgive rise to de- 
| bate. ‘ 
Mr. M. BROWN, on being informed by the 
Speaker that his motion would be in order when- 
ever the bill came up, withdrew it. 


fthe 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON then moved that the rules 

be suspended, for the purpose of receiving reports 

| from the standing committees, which would not 

| give rise to debate. This motion being carricd, 

| Mr. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, 

made adverse reports on the petitions of William 

Thompson and George W. Dent; which were laid 
on the table. 

Mr. V. also, from the same committee, reported 

| bills of the following titles, accompanied in ea h 
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ease by reports; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House: 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Dean; and 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Fessenden. 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the same committee, made 
a report upon the petition of Matilda Drury, ac- 
companied by a bill for the relief of Matilda Drury, 
and other legal representatives of Captain Wil- 
jiam S. Tillard, late of Maryland, deceased; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole 

use. 
eae COBB, from the same committee, reported | 
a bill for the relief of Daniel Steenrod; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House. i] 

Mr. BOWLIN, from the same committee, re- 
orted bills of the following titles; which were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill for the relief of Gervis Foot; and 

A bill for the relief of Alborne Allen. 

Mr. LABRANCHE, from the Committee on 
Commerce, made a report on the petition of the 
New Orleans and Carrollton Railroad Company, 
and a bill for their relief; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, made an adverse re- | 
port on the petition of the citizens of Decatur 
county, Indiana; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. HUBARD, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill further to extend the time 
for locating Virginia military land warrants, and 
returning surveys thereon to the General Land | 
Office; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to which was referred ‘‘An act for the 
relief of John Hollingsworth, of Blount county, 
Alabama,” reported a bill amendatory, with title 
amended to read, ‘*A bill supplemental to an act 
for the relief of John Hollingsworth,’’ approved 
95th June, 1838, accompanied by a report. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on 
Manufactures, made adverse reports on the peti- 
tions of Adam Bartlett and the heirs of John Paul 
Jones; which were laid on the table. 


Pensions, made an adverse report on the petition 
of Darius Hawkins. 


an adverse report on the petition of Chauney G. 


| District of Columbia, reported a bill to authorize 


| stood adjourned. 





On motion of Mr. COLLAMER, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee cn Manufactures be dis- 
charged from the consideration of the petition of citizens of 
Windham, Vermont; and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 


Mr.J. BRINKERHOFYF, from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, made an adverse report on 
the petition of Daniel Pratt. 

Also, an adverse report on the petition of Eliz- 
abeth Ragan. 

Also, an adverse report on the petition of the 
widow of Robert Rogers, claiming a pension; 
which was laid on the table. 


Mr. B. also, from the same committee, made | 
an adverse report on the petition of Thomas | 


Quantrill, and leave was given to withdraw the 
papers. : 

Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made an adverse report upon the peti- 
tion of Simeon Caswell. 

Mr.CULLOM, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made ‘an adverse report on the petition 
of the heirs of Wilfred Knott; which was laid on 
the table. ' 


Mr. C. also, from the same committee, reported | 


a bill for the relief of Joseph Watson. 


Mr.C. also, from the same committee, reported 


a bill for the relief of Levi Colmus. 


Mr. C. also, from the same committee, reported | 


a bill for the relief of Arthur R. Frogger. 
Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, made an adverse report upon the 


petition of Dennis Dygers; which was laid on the | 


table. 
Mr. R. also, from the same committee, made 


an adverse report on the petition of John Burlin; | 


which was laid on the table, 
Mr. R. also, from the same committee, made 


anadverse report on the petition of Samson Brown; | 


which was laid on the table. 

Mr. R. also, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report on the petition of John Owen; 
which was laid on the table. 

Mr. R. also, from the same committee, made 
anadverse report on the petition of George Lynch; 
which was laid on the table. 

Mr. R. also, ‘rom the same committee, made 
an adverse report on the petition of Catharine H. 
Johnson; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. R. also, from the same committee, made a 


| Also, the memorial of Samuel! Hail and one hundred and 


| By Mr. GREEN, of New York: The petition of the citi- i} 
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By Mr. TIBBATTS: The petition of Thomas Hunter 

and Alexander Caldwell, of Kentucky, praying to be re- 

i . lease ro z leme ‘the cirenit co , * Unites 

Mr. TILDEN, from the Committee on Invalid | s,.; : ‘ etka Wakaeny diamice: ay $2,000 ~ Ban vio 

ax bail for Wilam Hunter; whicl was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. C. M. REED: The memorial of Oliver New- 
bury, and two hundred ship owners and forwarding mer- 
chants of Detroit and ports in Michigan, praying that the 
general provisions of the law applicable in cases on the 
igh seas and in the coasting trade of the United States, 
may be extended over the commerce, shipping, and navi 
gation of the lakes, and to crimes and offunses arising there- 
on; and that admiralty jurisdiction may be conferred on 
the Federal courts in such eases. 

Also, the petition of citizens of McKean county, Penn- 
sylvania, asking a reduction in the rates of postage. 

Also, the petition of citizens of northwestern Pennsylya- 
nia, for an appropriation for the harbor at Erie, in said 
State. 

By Mr. SCHENCK: The petition of John J. Janney 
and eighty-five others, citizens of Warren county, Ohio, 
praying for a reduction of postages; for a limitation of the 
franking privilege so as to cover only the transmission of 
congressional documents, ang for a reformed and uniform 
rate of postage on letters, and all other mail matter; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 


Mt. T. also, from the same committee, made 


Storm; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. T. also, from the same committee, made a 
report on the petition of Palmer Branch. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York, from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, made an adverse 
report on the petition of Jeremiah Kimbel. 

Mr.8. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of John Farnham. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the || 
relief of Frederick Hopkins. 

Mr. McILVAINE, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the 
relief of Joseph Bonnell. 

Mr. COLES, from the Committee on Military || 
Affairs, made an adverse report on the petition |, 
of the heirs of James Green. 

Mr. FISH, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, made an adverse report on the petition of 
A. M. Ritzmiller. 

Mr. DELLET, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made an adverse report on the pe- 
tition of Helena Dill. 

Mr. D. also, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report on the petition of William H. 
Cook; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee for the 
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Mr. WHITE presented a memorial signed by 
a number of citizens of Indiana, praying for a 
grant of land in the Vincennes land district, to 
complete the Wabash and Erie canal to the Ohio 
river; which, with documents upon the same 
subject, were referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. W. spoke for some time, explaining the 
nature of these documents; of what had already 
been accomplished by the State of Indiana in the 
way of internal improvements, by the grants of 
land made her; and the future prospects of the 
State resultine from the extension of this canal. 
He concluded by moving that the resolutions of 
the Legislature of Indiana of the last session on 
this subject, be taken from the files, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ARCTIER presented the petition of Miles 
King, and of James Robinson and others, assign- 
ecs of the Pennsylvania Bank of the United 
States, praying the payment of adebt due by the 
United States to the said Miles King, and by him 
assicned to the Bank of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SIMMONS presented a petition from Rob- 
ert Purkins, a citizen of Rhode Island, praying 
the. pryment of his claim against the Umited 
States for recapturing of the sloop Little Sarah, 
and four men,in the late war with Great Britain; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a petition signed 
by a number of citizens of Calhoun county, in the 
State of Michigan, asking Congress, at its present 

session, to provide means for the speedy con- 
struction of a canal around the falls of Sault St. 
Marie; which was referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, 

Also, joint resolutions of the Legislature of the 
State of Michigan, requesting the Senators and 

tepresentatives in Coneress from that State to 
use their best exertions to procure an appropria- 
tion of land owned by the United States lying 
within the vicinity of the line of the Grand river, 
in Michigan, to repair and finish the Grand river 
road, 

Mr. W. expressed much pleasure in present- 
ing the resolutions now, as the Legislature of 

| Michigan no longer assumed the high pretension 
| of embarrassing the members of this body by 
undertaking to dictate to them what they should 
|| do or not do. They had contentrd themselves 
| by passing resolutions respectfully requesting 
|| their Senators to act. He moved that the resolu- 
| tions be reed and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PORTER presented a memorial from eit- 
izens of Detroit, praying that the general provis- 
|| ions of law applicable to cases on the high seas 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. || and in the coasting trade of the United States, 

Also, witlidrew from the files and presented the petition | may be extended over the commerce, shipping, 
of Fielding Pratt; which was réferred to the Committee on | and navigation of the lakes, and the controver- 


Revolutionary Pensions. . aa < 
By Mr. LABRANCHE: The petition of Thomas Fow'er, || S!€S and offenses arising thereon, and that admi 


the sale of a part of public reservation No. 13 in 
the city of Washington, and for other purposes. 
The hour of two o’clock having arrived, 
The SPEAKER announced that the House 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by thle members presenting them: 

By Mr. OWEN: The memorial of Jobn A. Stephens and 
four hundred and eighty-one others. citizens of Posey coun- 
ty, Indiana, asking a grant ef band for the completion of the 
greatmiional thoroughfare between the lakes and the Olno, 
by the improvement of the navigauion of the Wabash river. 

Also, the memorial of Alexander Devin and two hundred 
and ninety-four others, citizens of Gibson county, Indiana, 
upon the same subject. 

Also, the memorial of William Kurtz and twenty. e 
others, citizens of Gibson county, Indiana, upon the same 
subject. 

Also, the memorial of E. M. Cullock and thirty others, 
citizens of Gibson county, Indiana, upon the same subject. 

Also, the memorial of A. F. Allen and two bundred aud 
two others, citizens of Orange county, Indiana, upon the 
same subject. 


ight 


thirty-one others, citizens of Gibson county, Indiana; also, 

the memorial of John KR. Montgomery and twenty-four oth- 

ers, citizens of Gibson county, Indiana; also, the memorial 
| of Clement Whiting and thirty-six others, citizens of Posey 
county, Indiana; also, the memorial of H. D. Allis and thir- 
ty-three others, citizens of Vandeuburg connty, Indiana ; 
also. the memorial of F. E. Goodsell and sixty-six others, 
citizens of Vandenburg and Warwick counties, Indiana; 
also, the memorial of John Burbank and eighty others, citt 
zens of Vandenburg county, Indiana; also, the memorial of 
John Gardner and forty-eight others, citizens of Pike and 
Gibson counties, Indiana; also, the memorial of Nathan 
Beach an | twenty-six others, citizens of Warwick county, 
Indiana; all of which memorials prayed Congress to donate 
the unsold lands in the Vincennes land district to the State 
of Indiana, to aid her in finishing the entire line of canal 
from Lake Erie to the Ohio river, at Evansville. 

Also, the petition of James Reilly and two hundred and 
one others, citizens of Vandenburg county, [ndiana, pray- 
ing Congress for a reduction of postage. 

By Mr. PRATT: The petition of M. Farrington, for a 
pension. 

Also, the petition of Jacob Dunham, for losses sustained 
by pirates. 

Also, the petition of Walter Vondenson and others, of 
Chatham, for a reduction of postage and the abolishment of 
the franking privilege. 


zens of the counties of Wayne and Tompkins, New York, 
|} asking for a reduction of the rates of postage ; which was 
|| referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
| By Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF: A petition from citizeus of 
|} Knox, Franklin, and Licking counties, Ohio, for a reduc- 
tion of postage. {| 

Mr. CALDWELL withdrew from the files of the Clerk, | 
|| and presented to the House, the petition and papers of 
{| Alexander Noel, of Adair county, Kentucky ; which was 


| praying for arrears of pension; which was referred to the | ralty jurisdiction may be conferred on the several 
| Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


courts in all such cases; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAYTON presented a memorial from 
William D. Conover, praying to be placed on the 


By Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania: Pour petitions from || 
citizens of Philadelphia, numerously signed, praying Con- 
gress to grant an appropriation for a dry-dock at the navy- 
yard at that port. 
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pension roll of the United States; which was re- | of the bankrupt law; the distribution of the pro- 
| ceeds of the public lands among the States; the 


ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a memorial from 
Joseph Pulsifer, a soldier in the United States 
Army during the last war with Great Britain, 
praying for arrearages of pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 


GEORGIA RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. COLQUITT. Mc. President, the Legis- 
lature of the State of Georgia passed resolutions 
at its last session, which have been transmitted 
by the Governor to be presented to the Senate. 

, 

These resolutions were handed me by my col- 
league on yesterday; and, although they are di- 
rected to both, I felt, as doubtless he did, that, 
from considerations of delicacy, the duty of pre- 
senting them was properly mine. I attempted, 
promptly, to comply with the request of the Le- 
gislature, by offering them on yesterday; but a 
previous motion prevented, 1 now ask that they 
be read; and afterwards I propose to submit a 
few remarks. 

The resolutions were then read, as follows: 

, 

The last General Assembly of the State of Georgia hav- 
ing adopted a series of resolutions, approved on the 28th of 
December, 1842, censuring the course of the Hon. Joun 
M. Berrien, one of our Senators in Congress, withdraw 
ing their confidence from him, and declaring that they 
would neither receive from, nor address to, him any coim- 
munication to further the interests or defend the rights of 
the people of Georgia,—this General Assembly feel con- 
strained to restore the relations thus dissevered between 
the people of Georgia and their faithful Senator, and to ex- 
press their confidence in bis worth and patriotism : 

Be it therefore resolved by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the State of Georgia in General Assembly 
met, That we and our constituents approve the course of the 
fon. Joun M. Bernien, inthe Senate of the United States, 
and cherish an honest pride in his enlightened patriotism, 
and distinguished ability. 

Resolwed further, ‘That we especially commend his un- 
compromising resistance to the disorganizing doctrine of 
legislative instruction. 

Resolved further, That thisGeneral Assembly hereby ex 
press their unqualified confidence in their honorable Sen- 
ator; that it will always be their pride and pleasure to com- 
munieate with him; and that, in any and every emergency 
they will address themselves to him as the willing champion 
and able defender of the rights and interests of the people 
of Georgia. 

Resolved further .That the Governor be requested to trans- 
mit a copy of these resolutions to our Senators in Congress, 
with the request that they be Jaid before the Senate of the 
United States. 

In Senate ; agreed to 22d December, 1843. 

CHARLES DOUGHERTY, 
President of the Senate. 

Attest: Bensamin F. HTARDEMAN, 

Secretary of the Senate. 


Mr. COLQUITT. You will perceive, sir, that 
these resolutions have strong claims on your 
sympathy, since they possess the peculiar merit 
of paying a compliment to my honorable col- 
league, without taxing you with either reason or 
argument. In order that you may be enabled to 
comprehend more fully, and appreciate more defi- 
nitely, the propriety of this action upon the part 
of the Legislature, you must be refreshed witha 
brief history of the last few years touching the 
subject they embrace. 

You, sir, will remember that, at the close of 
the ever-memorable extra session in 1841, my col- 
league, associating with some of his Whig friends 
then in Congress, published a manifesto to the 
people of the United States, lauding what they 
had done, and excusing themselves for what the 
had left undone. From the spirit of that publi- 
cation, they did not seem, fora moment, to doubt 
but that the people, as induty bound, would send 
forth long and loud peals of applause, mingled 
with shouts of ** well done good and faithful ser- 
vanis.’’ Flattered with the certainty, if they 
could bat elicit a popular response to their deeds, 
that the universal replication of cheering sounds, 
issuing from mountain and from vale, would 
make the ** Tiber tremble undefneath her banks,’’ 
they invoked the State Legislatures to speak out 
in the potency of their might. ‘The Legislature 
of the State of Georgia, which was elected some 
mouithsafter the adjournment of that session, and 
after this publication had been made, convened 
on the first Monday ia November of that year. 
It was natural enough that, in obedience to an 
invocation, coming trom so high a source, the 
Legisliture should have examined the various 
topies presented for pablic consideration, They 
instead of approving, (as had been 
expected,) they iad the daring to reprobate sone 
of its leadiug measures, ‘They condemned the 
chartering of a United States Bank; the passage 


did so; and 
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policy of a protective tariff; the recommendation 
to change the Constitution, by limiting the veto 
power of the President, and perhaps some others. 
‘These measures had been supposed to be, in the 


State of Georgia, for many years, opposed tothe | 


faith of the republican party of the country, 


which faith my colleague, for a season, professed; | 


but not until after the war. Having thus ex- 
pressed their opinions upon the topics presented 
in the manifesto, they raised no question as to the 
right of instruction; but inquired, what does our 
Senator mean, when he invokes us to use our 
constitutional powerto carry out the popular will? 
Does he intend to mock us? or does he intend to 
execute our wishes, when made known; or, dif- 
fering with us, to give way to one who will? 
In solving their queries, the Legislature—most 
wrongtully, as time has proven—concluded that 
this appeal, made by the Senator and his friends, 
was an honest appeal, intended for the ascertain- 
ment of public opinion, and to direct the action 
of public servants. ‘This mistake, I trust, will 
ineet the indulgence of yourcharity. They ought 
to have known that the Legislatures were called 
on as a mere matter of form—rot to condemn, 


| but to approve; that resolutions of approbation 


would have been a proper exercise of constitu- 
tional power; but that resolutions of condemna- 
tion were transcending all constitutional limit. 
Those resolutions, however, passed the Legisla- 


_ture, and were sent here; when my colleague 
| taught them, by his senatorial bearing, how much 
| regard a United States Senator ought to pay to 


the legislative resolves of a State from which he 
receives his commission, After the adjournment 


| of Congress, my colleague wrote another address 


to the people of Georgia, holding himself in no 
wise responsible to the Legislature; and appeal- 
ing to the people. In this address he instructs 


the people how high he stands as a Senator, and | 
| says he ‘is not an officer of the government of 


Georgia.’’ Immediately after this last publica- 
tion, a new Legislature was elected and convened. 
The indifference that had been manifested by the 
Senator to the resolves of the former Legislature, 


| which had been invoked, induced the Legislature 
| of 1842 to express for him their contempt. 


That 
you may have a more correct idea of their spirit, 
I will read the resolutions: 

**'l’'he Committee on the state of the Republic, to whom 


| Were referred that portion of the message of his Excellen- 
| cy the Governor, relative to the preamble and resoluuons 
| of the Legislature of the last year, transmitted to our Sen- 
| ators in Congress, and to the recent address of the Hon. 
| Joun M. Berrien, beg leave to offer the following report 


and resolutions : 
**The committee have read with care and attention the 
address of the Hon. Joun M. Berrien, and feel that they 


| would be unworthy of the trust delegated to them, did not 

| they give that notice which its principles and doctrines 

| seriously demand. | 
* The address is in reply to the preamble and resolutions 

| passed by the last Legislature, on the subject of many im- 


portant measures of national concern; and whilst we ad- 
mit the perfect right of the Senator to address the people-— 
the source of all power—yet we deem that it would have 
been nothing more than common courtesy for him also to 
have addressed his immediate constituents, the body from 
whom he derived his office, and upon whose action and 
opinions he was commenting. 

* The address was promulgated just previous to the gen- 
eral elections, and was evidently intended to operate on 
their results. But the people were not convinced, and the 
signal rebuke which they gave to the Senator. by the elec- 
tion of Representatives in Congress, and a majority of the 
representatives in both branches of the General Assembly, 
professing opinions diametrically [opposite] to those ad- 
vanced by him, should have carried conviction to his mind 
that he was no longer a fit and proper representative of thé 
State of Georgia. He appealed to the people—and shonld 
he not be governed by their verdict? A man who loves his 
country and its institutions better than his own personal 
aggrandizement, would never hold oflice a moment after he 


| had lost the confidence of the peopie. 


“The committee are free to acknowledge that this Legis- 


lature has no power to compel a Senator to resign ; but the , 


theory of a representative government, and the delicate 


connection between the constituent aud the representative |! 
| imperiously demand that whenever he ceases to subserve 


the object of his appointment, he should at ence surrender 
the delegated trust. Tested by this plain and obvions rule, 
Mr. Berrten will utterly defeat the end and aim of repre- 
sentative government, should he continue to retain the 
office of Senator in Congress. ‘he committee, however, 
would not advise you to deregate from your official dignity 


so far as to prefer any request to an ageut who disavows | 


your authority. The man who disregards the twice ex 


pressed will of the people of Georgia, will in ali probubiliay | 


pay as litde attention to the wishes ef their Legislature. 
We feel it, however, due to the majesty of the Strate of 
(Jeorgia, that we, her servants, shonid withdraw ourselves 
trom all official consaet with the Hou. Joan Macruerson 
Serecenx, rnd leave hin in the tsolation he has chosen fur 


OBE. 


differ materially from Mr. Berrien. 
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himself, to hold (if jt so please him) the office to whic, he 
has been elected; to enjoy (if that can comfort n)t “ 
wages of his office. ates 
*€€ Cassio, I loved thee, 
But never more be officer of mine.’ 

“ The people of Georgia are opposed to a national ban: 
to the distribution of the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands, to the abolition or modification of the veto seine, 
and with Judge Berrien, in the palmy days of his inteljon’ 
they utterly deny the constitutional power of Congress ta 


enact a tariff of protection, and regard such a tariff ag un. 


equal in its operation, oppressive and unjust; and yer, ; 


; : 1 
each, all of these important questions, the people = 


of Georgia 
“* Be it therefore resolved by the Senate and House of Po». 


resentatives of the State of Georgia, That the opinion of tip 


Hon. Joun M. Berrien, on the subject of a national bank 
the adjustment of the tariff, the distribution of the procee,; 
of the sales of the public lands, are in direct opposition tp 
the principles of a large majority of the people of yj, 
State. 

** Be it further resolved, That the veto power is the greg: 
conservative principle of the Constitution, and its abolition 
or proposed modification would leave our rights and the 
Constitution itself the sport of irresponsible majorities jy 
Congress. 

* Be it further resolved, That the Senators in Congress 
are the representatives and officers of the States electing 
them ; and the opinion of the Hon. Joun M. Berrien, that 
he ‘is not an officer of the government of Georgia,’ rendery 
him unfit to represent this State in the Senate of the United 
States. 


And be it further resolved, That this Legislature hereby 
withdraws its confidence from the Hon. Joun Macrnegsoy 
BERRIEN; We will receive no communication from him, yo; 
will we, in any emergency, address Ourselves to that hoy. 
orable Senator, to further the interests or defend the rigiiys 
of the people of Georgia. 

‘* Be it further resolved, That his Excellency the Goy- 
ernor be requested to forward a copy of the preamble ang 
resolutions to the Hon. Alfred Cuthbert, with our instrue. 
tions to lay the same before the Senate of the United 
States.”’ 

The Legislature of 1841 made no question as 
to the right of instruction, but acted upon the ip- 
vitation of the Senator and his friends. The Le. 
gislature of 1842 does not claim to instruct, but 
refers to the action of the former Legislature, and 
the conduct of the Senator towards that body, 
and his doctrines expressed in his address. Hay- 
ing cut himself off from them, they very unne- 
cessarily cut themselves off from him. Now, sir, 
you will be able to understand the importance of 
the resolutions which I have had the honor to 
submit. The Legislatures of 1841 and 1842 made 
alike gross mistakes as to their constitutional 
power, Neither placed a proper estimate upon 
senatorial importance. They seemed to think 
they had as much right to censure as to praise, 
It was, then, very important to have these errors 
corrected at once. For this purpose, in part, it 
is manifest the Legislature of 1843 passed these 
resolutions. It is now settled, so far as the ac- 
tion of the last Legislature of Georgia can settle it, 
that resolutions of censure are disorganizing, and 
that resolutions of praise are legitimate, proper, 
and orderly. All three Legislatures passed reso- 
lutions. The first two condemned, and are, there- 
fore, unconstitutional. The last takes the legiti- 
mate course, and tstablishes that the true limit of 
legislative power over a United States Senator is 
to praise. I note one other difference in the char- 
acter of these different legislative resolves. The 
preceding Legislatures discussed political opin- 
ions and actions, condemning such as they deemed 


| wrong; the last (those, just read) include all ac- 


tions and opinions in a significant parenthesis, 


/and laud the Senator irrespective of political doe- 


trines. I cannot commend too highly the inge- 
nuity displayed in this feature of these resolutions, 
but will not ask a patent right for the drafisman. 
You will doubtless admit that it is not every in- 
ventor that could have stumbled upon a process 
by which he could compliment a friend, without 


| particularizing some act of his life worthy of 
| praise. 
equal to all its parts; but these resolutions dem- 


In mathematics, the whole is considered 


onstrate that the reverse is true in political sci- 
ence. Here they approve the Senator’s whole 
course, when they did not risk the passage of a 
resolution approving a solitary act. The Legis- 
lature of the State of Georgia never has, and never 
will, pass a resolution giving sanction to a pro- 
tective tariff. The Legislature of the State of 
Georgia never has, and never will, pass a resolu- 
tion approbating the bankrupt law, as passed at 
the extra session. The Legislature of the State 
of Georgia never has passed, and never wil! pass, 
a resolution declaring that the decision of the Su- 
preme Court, apon a constitutional question, be- 
comes a part, and the strongest part, of the Con- 
stitution. The Legislature of the State of Georgia 
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never has passed, youn v= 
tion asking a change of the Constitution limiting 
the veto power of the President. The Legislature 
of the State of Georgia never has passed, and 
never Will pass, a resolution requesting the pro- 
seeds of the public lands to be distributed among 
the States. But I confess, sir, notwithstanding | 
all this, that the last Legislature has passed reso- | 
jutions approving the course of the Senator here. | 
The resolves of the Legislatures of 1841 and 1842 

had no sensible effect upon the Senator; and | 
doubt not he is as much above legislative praise | 
as legislative censure; and that he will not be 
reached, therefore, by the resolutions just intro- 
juced. Inasmuch, therefore, as the resolutions 
which have just been presented say that those of 
1842 ‘‘dissevered the relations’’ which existed 
«between the people of Georgia and their faith- 
ful Senator’’—of course, without his knowledge, 
and certainly without his consent—itis hereby de- 
creed, as far forth as these resolutions can accom- 
plish it, that a full and complete restoration take 
place between the Senator and the people, with- 
out their knowledge or consent. And to thisend, 
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and never will pass, a resolu- | effect to the will of that people. 
' such an appeal that the Legislature of 1841— | 


| returned to the State, and presented my personal 
appeal to the people. 


| in the Capitol of the State. 


] move that the resolutions be printed. {| 


Mr. BERRIEN said: I am quite sure there is | 


no one who hears nie, whatever may be the dif- || 


ference of political opinion which divides us, who 
will not readily accredit the sincerity of the decla- 
ration which I make, that I present myself on 
this occasion to the notice of the Senate with the | 
most unfeigned reluctance. 
I have been called to do this without the slight- | 
est intimation from my colleague of his intention | 
to make this assault. He received the resolu- | 
tions of the Legislature of Georgia, and, concur- 
ring in opinion with me that it became him rather 
than me to present them to the Senate, agreed to 
do so, without ‘any notice whatever of his inten- | 
tion to accompany their presentment with the re- 
marks which demand this reply. Of the propri- | 
ety of such a course, honorable Senators will 
judge. I regret it sincerely, but not from any 
consideration which is personal to myself. For | 
the sake of the State which we represent—for the | 
sake of my colleague, as a representative of the 
people of that State, 1 sincerely regret it. So far 
as | have any personal concern in the matter, it | 
is too utterly impotent to awaken any such feel- 
ing. If, in the faithful discharge of the various | 
duties which have devolved upon me, | have not | 


attained my present years without being elevated |. 


above and beyond the reach of such an assault, 
from such a source, | have lived in vain; life, in | 
such an event, is utterly valueless. 

Mr. President, I cannot be induced, no consid- 


eration would tempt me, to follow my colleague |! 


in the path which he has traversed. I cannot be 
tempted to enter into a discussion of the merits 
or demerits of the resolutions of the successive 
Legislatures of 1841 and 1842, whose conduct, in | 
adopting them, he has labored to vindicate, That | 
question has been already decided; their merits | 
have been already determined by the people of 
Georgia. I cannot, therefore, be seduced to seek 
adeviation from propriety to such an abandon- 
ment of my own self-respect, as to enter upon | 
a vindication of my conduct against the charges 
contained in those resolutions, which have been 
already stamped with the reprobation of that peo- 
ple. Lefore them that vindication has been made, 
and ithas been made triumphantly. 

I cannot, however, consent that the Legislature | 
of Georgia; by whom the resolutions now on your | 
table were adopted, expressing the opinions and 
feelings of the people of the State—I say emphati- | 
cally, the opinions and feelings of the people of 
the State, and defy contradiction—I cannot con- 
sent that that Legislature, speaking the language 
and expressing the feelings of their constituents, 
shall be misrepresented in this enlightened assem- 
bly. It is to correet these misrepresentations, and | 
only for that purpose, that I trouble you with a 
brief remark. 

Sir, it is not true that, at any time, or in any | 


1 
| 
situation in which I have been placed, I have in- || 


vited the Legislature of Georgia to transcend their 
constitutional powers, by entering upon the scru- 
tiny of my conduct as a member of this body. 


: ; | 
{twasa simple misrepresentation, which was ex- | 


ploded and put dgwn in the place where it origin- | 
ated. ‘The appeal was to the people; and uot to | 
the Legislature, who were invited to nacertain, | 
and, within their constitutional sphere, to give 
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It was under |! in their legislative proceedings, and in the reso- 
| lutions which have been presented to you to-day, 
elected within a few weeks, before there could, | they have abstained from discussing these topics. 
by any possibility, have been an expression of | But these same individuals, acting as individuals, 
public opinion on the subject which it embraced | have not hesitated to proclaim and publish to the 
—assumed to be the exponent of the public will, |, peo»'e of Georgia their opinions in relation to each 
and undertook to instruct me in the discharge of || and all of them. These, with the conflicting 
my duty on this floor. I refused obedience to || opinions of their opponents, constituted the issues 
their instructions; I denied their authority; and, | which were submitted to that people at the recent 
in an address to the people, discussed this doc- | elections, and my colleague remembers the decis- 
trine of instruction, and the several questions of || ions which were rendered on each successive trial. 
public policy which were in controversy between || It isin vain, then, sir, to impute to the Legislature 
us. This brought upon me the censure of the | of Georgia the want of courage to express their 
Legislature of 1842, in a series of resolutions, || opinions. The imputation is unfounded. 
presented to this body, of which I forbear to | That Legislature, sir, had abundant occupation 
speak in the only language that would be appro- || for all their time, during a session of forty or 
priate to them. || fifty days, in reclaiming the affairs of the State 
At the close of the last session of Congress, I | from the ruinous condition in which they had 
| been left by the mismanagement of their prede- 
|, cessors, who, with a solitary exception, had for 
| the last ten years controlled the councils of the 
| State. They addressed themselves to these, their 
appropriate duties, with a zeal, assiduity, and in- 
For the first time || telligence, which have sectred to them the appro- 
during the last year, the several issues between | bation of their constituents. The regulation of 
the Legislatures of 1841] and 1842, were presented | their currency; the renovation of their finances; 
directly to the people, in time to permit their dis- | the redemption of the credit of the State; a com- 
cussion, and they were fully discussed. I need |, pliance with their constitutional duty in district- 
not tell you, sir, what was the result of that ref- | ing the State; regulating the reduction of their 
erence. I need not tell you that the people of | State representation; providing for carrying on 
Georgia have thrice spoken, in a language which | their great work of internal improvement; these, 
cannot be misunderstood—in a language which, | and other kindred subjects, occupied their atten- 
if the present Legislature of Georgia were as little || tion, under a sense of duty, and not from a want 
restrained by the constitutional limitations of their || of nerve. If other motives had been required, 
powers as their predecessers, my colleague would || they were admonished by the fate of their prede- 
not fail to understand. cessors, by the condemnation pronounced by the 
And now, sir, what is the attitude in which he || people on their conduct. Sir, if there was any 
has thought proper to present himself to the Sen- | one consideration which more largely than an- 
ate this morning? He stands here as one of the || other entered into the recent canvass, which more 
representatives of Georgia, avowing opinions || especially induced the people of Georgia to repel 
which are in conflict, not merely with those of |, from their confidence those who for ten years had 
the Legislature, but of the people of the State. || enjoyed it, it was that, overlooking the interests 
Such a position is certainly not a desirable one. || of the State, and their own appropriate duties, 
It has been my lot to bear—though I never sought || they had spent their time in vain.and unprofitable 
it—and I have borne it, regardless of the impo- || discussions, and had thus brought its aifairs into 
tent assaults which were made upon me. My || confusion and embarrassment. ‘The strong ex- 
colleague may have assumed this antagonistic || pression of public feeling which was given at the 
position; he certainly can do so with perfect con- || recent elections was an emphatic admonition to 
fidence that he will beexempt from these assaults, || the new depositaries of the people’s confidence 
that no wanton aggression will be made upon his || nottosininasimilarmanner. They have obeyed 
feelings. He may derive this confidence, not |! the injunction, and have retired from their legis- 
simply from the terms of the resolutions he has || lative labors with the aes approbation of 
presented to you, nor from any mere inference |) their constituents; in my humble judgment, with 
which he may deduce from them, but from the || the approbation of frank men of all parties. 
high sense of their constitutional duty which is If, in the resolutions now presented to you, they 
an essential principle in the creed of that great |, have seemed to deviate from the course they had 
party which now happily predominates in the || thus prescribed to themselves, let it be recollected 
legislative councils of the State. that their predecessors, disregarding the ordinary 
My colleague objects to the resolutions which || rules of courtésy which ought to prevail between 
he has presented, that tifty bestow praises on me || public agents as well as individuals, disregarding 
without offering an argument to you to sustain || the higher obligations of justice, had deemed it 
them. Sir, such an argument would have been || their right, as it well accorded with their inelina- 
singularly misplaced. They meant to express || tion, to hold me up to the censure of the people 
their opinions and feelings in relation to a public || of the United States. They had declared their 
agent, who, in their judgment, had been unwar- || determination to hold no communication with me, 
rantably assaulted by their predecessors: and in || although they had manifested the puerility of the 
giving the assurance of their confidence, they did || attempt by subsequently calling upon mé, a few 
not feel that they were called upon to enter into | days after, to aid, by my exertions, in accom- 
a discussion of the political questions which were | plishing their wishes in this body. [t was then 
connected with it. From this omission, my col- || the right—may I not say it was the duty—of the 
league has ventured to draw the inference that |) present Legislature of Georgia to restore those 
the Legislature of Georgia did not dare toexpress |' relations between themselves and a Senator of that 
their approbation of those principles, which was | State; and, in so doing, to express, if they felt it, 
| 
| 


I addressed myself to my 
fellow-citizens as opportunities offered, and par- 
ticularly to several hundred of the most intelli- 
gent citizens of Georgia, assembled in convention | 








necessary to justify that confidence; and, in doing | the confidence which they reposed in him. 
so, he misrepresents the character of that Legisla- Lam not disposed to occupy the time of the 
ture. Sir, that assembly of the freemen of Geor- || Senate. I cannot be drawn into a reply to the 
gia is composed of men as little prone to shrink || remarks of my colleague in the spirit in which 
from the expression of their opinions, on all pro- || they were made. Having honestly discharged. 
per occasions, as any assembly on earth. They |) the duties of this station according to the best of 
have not entered into the discussion of these ques- || my ability, I have always felt my responsibility 
tions, for reasons which have been distinetly || to the people, but not to the Legislature of Geor- 
_avowed in the progress of their session. They || gia. I have denied their right of instruction. I 
were assembled under the constitution of Geor- || did so publicly, at the seat of government, before 
gia. The peculiar interests of that State were the || I was elected, professing, at the same time, my 
objects of their care. They knew that the nationat || willingness freely to express my opiniofis on any 
interests of that people‘had been by them confided || subject which might be presented to me; so that, 
| to a distinct class of agents, and they had, at an || if those opinions shoul not be found to accord 
early period of their session, and in the discussion || with those of the inquirer, he might abstain from 
of a totally distinct subject, disclaimed their ob- || voting for me. I made these declarations three 
ligation to interfere with them. On a motion to || weeks before my election. It was my wish that 


| 








refer to a committee so much of the message of || the Legislature should distinctly understand my 
the out-going Governor as related to the tariff, the ||,political opinions on every subject; and they were 
| bank, and other questions of national policy, || understood, and have been since approved, bya 
| they refused the reference. It is therefore that, |! great majority of the people and the Legislature 
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of Georgia. Having been elected, and entered || The elections which took place immediately | 


upon the discharge of my daties in this Chamber, 
distinct declaration that I could not sac- 
rifice the dictates of my own judgment to legisla- 
tive instruction, and that I would not violate the 
constitutional tenure of office, nor sacrifice the 
rights of an American Senator by retiring from 
y station at the summons of party, I have had 
tive impenetrable armor of couscious rectitude to 
sustain me under the assaults of my political op- 
ponents, having been cheered at all mes by the 
unfaltering approbation of my political friends. 
Summoned, as | have been again to-day, be- 
fore the people of the United States, by the wan- 


after thu 


ton assault of my colleague, this is my answer; | 
and to that people I cheerfully commit the decis- || 


ion of this most extraordinary controversy. 

Mr. COLQUITT. I am satisfied, sir, that the 
people of Georgia will be truly gratified to learn 
that my colleague is not so much elevated by his 
election to the Senate, but what he feels and esti- 
mates legislayve praise, no matter how little he 
regards legislative censure, My colleague throws 
himself, however, upon his dignity, and refuses 
to respond to such things as are intimately con- 
nects d with the welfare of the people of Georgia, 
and for which the Legislatures of 1841 and 1842 
censured his conduct. He occupies truly a singu- 
lar position: stilted upon his high conceptions of 
senatorial elevation, he refuses to recognize legis- 
lative requisitions, when they relate to the public 
weal, but receives them with joy, when they pay 
a personal compliment to himself, The Senator 
has boasted of the nerve which the last Legisla- 
ture possessed; and pronounces, with emphasis, 
that they could have dared to do whatever was 
their will. It was not my purpose, when I said 
they did not dare to risk the passage of a resolu- 
tion approbating any particular act of the Senator, 
that they were wanting in courage; for they gave 
manifold proofs of their daring. The manner they 


divided the State into senatorial and congressional | 


districts, affords evidence enough of their bold- 
ness, but Il aver that they could not have passed 
a resolution approving a solitary leading measure 
of the extra session of Congress. The Senator, 
however, excuses them upon another ground— 
that they did not feel themselves justified to ex- 
press their opinions upon subjects of national 
interest. I should be glad to learn how long it 
has been since the members of that Legislature 
imbibed that doctrine. 


se 
58 


It is very strange that | 


after the adjournment of the extra session are 
surely the very best tests. ‘The acts of the Whigs 


were known; there could be no disguise; decep- | 


tion could not be practiced: and the people every- 
where condemned them. Other and local ques- 
tions have since taken their place, and produced 
different results. 

‘The Senator has strange notions of his respons- 
ibility. He says he never did invoke the State 
Legislatures to make any expression of opinion, 
but that he called on the people directly. I may 
be mistaken in the address, but 1 never should 


have conceived, under our form of government, | 
It is a mere | 


the necessity of such an appeal. 
quibble. An appeal to the people by a Senator 
has a proper and legitimate response by the peo- 
ple’s representatives. If it had been favorable, 
the Senator here would then, as he does now, 
have proclaimed it the people’s voice. But, sir, 
to whom does the Senator acknowledge respons- 
ibility, if he does not to the State Legislature ? 
The Senate is said to represent the State sover- 
eignties in Congress; the House of Representa- 
tives more immediately the people of the States, 


| He says he appealed to the people, and not to the | 
Legislatures. What people? The people of Geor- | 


gia? 


My col- 


Oh! no; the people of the United States, | 
| because he is a United States Senator. 


| league says he made it publicly known, before | 


his election, that, if he were elected, he should | 


disregard legislative instructions. This may be 
so, It was not, however, published, I think; and 
1 am quite sure I never heard that the Senator 


notified the Legislature, before his election, that | 
it was his purpose that, so’soon as they had com- | 
missioned him,he should hold himselfindependent | 


of and irresponsible to them. I may be mistaken, 
but I think such a proclamation would have lost 


him many a freeman’s vote in that Legislature. | 
The Senator has been pleased to say, that, but | 
for the sentiments entertained by the last Legis- | 


lature, of having no right to intermeddle with na- | 


| tional polities, | might feel what he has felt for 


this motive should have been so powerful at this 
time, when the Legislature of Georgia has passed | 
resolutions upon the tariff, the bank, and almost | 


every other national question in which the inter- 
est of the State was involved. ‘This last Legis- 
lature originated resolutions asking Congress to 
remit: the duty on railroad iron: it passed the 
House of Representatives; and while under dis- 
cussion in the Senate, a substitute was proposed 
by a Democratic member, condemning the whcle 
protective policy; and, although it was a W hig 
Senate, the substitute was adopted. Does the 
Senator deny the right to the Legislature of the 
State to indicate their opinions of the interests of 
the people? Sir, this is new doctrine, utterly at 


war with the action of every State Legislature in | 


the Union. 
policy of the State of Georgia; they have sought 


This doctrine is a part of the Whig | 


ities; and, by local questions, have been gradually 


transferring the people of the State into the arms 
of Federalism. The majority of the people of 
Georgia are decidedly and uncompromisingly op- 
vosed to the ** American system,’ and the whole 
Whie policy of the extra session. Prudence, 
therefore, and not a want of confidence in their 
right, prevented the last Legislature from meddling 
with national politics. Let the issues be fairly 
made in the State of Georgia, and, my word for 
it, the people are still true to the republican faith 
of their fathers. Railroads, pecuniary difficulties, 
and sometimes ambition, may give our adversaries 
an advantage; but the people are sull true to a 
strict construction of the Constitution, The Sen- 
ator has said that never, until the last election, 


were all their issues made; and then that they | 


were made, and the elections prove their triumph. 


I insist, sir, that the Senator knows that it was, | 


in most parts of the State, all-important not to 
present national issues; and that the late elec- 
tons have turned upon very different ques- 
uons, 


the last two years. Ihave no doubt the last Le- 


gislature could have passed resolutions, if they | 
had thought proper, asking me to resign; that I | 
was unworthy, destitute of talents, &c.; but 1 | 


deny that they could have passed any resolu- 
tion, pointing out any course of political conduct, 
which [ could not have carried out. [had no fear 
upon this subject; and if ever the people of Geor- 
gia, by their Legislature, shall become the advo- 
cates of the odious measures advocated by the 


Whigs at the extra session of Congress in 184], | 
and advocated bya large majority of them through- 


out the Union, it will be when the fires of party | 
shall have burned up every vestige of consistency | 


and honor. If the reason I have assigned is not 
the true reason why the Legislature of Georgia 


| did not indorse Whig doctrines at its late session, 
| my colleague will pardon me if I suppose it was 
| a kindaess to him that they did not set them out 


| in their resolutions; for, by so doing, they would | 


have passed laudatory resolutions, but at the | 
same time held him up in the ridiculous attitude | 
of standing now in opposition to every measure | 


which a few years ago he advocated. 
Iam myself the advocate of principles, and am 


’ | prepared to put my brand upon the changeling 
studiously to avoid every issue upon national pol- 


who abandons them. Others may be content to 
go with the crowd, and boast of their consisten- 
cy; because they continue in company with a 
majority of their old friends, while they trample 
down those principles upon which the happiness 
and perpetuity of the Government depend, and 


| which they, for full many a year did battle. Hav- 


ing discharged what I believe to be a duty to the | 


Legislatures 


o 


of 1841 and 1842, as well as the Le- 


gislature of 1843, | again ask that the resolutions | 


be printed. 


‘The question was put; and the resolutions were | 


ordered to be printed, 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. FAIRFIELD, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Rufus R. Lane be taken 
from the files of the Senate, and. with a communication he 
then presented from the Cemmissioner of Pensions upon 
the subject, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of John Hibbert, a soldier of 
the last war with Great Britain, praying for a pension, be 
taken from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Com- 
mittee Ou Pensions. 
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On motion of Mr. TALLMADGE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Joseph Roby, asking », 
confirmed iv his claim to an Indian reservation. be: “” 
from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Comm, 
on Public Lands. ree 


REPORT FROM A COMMITTER. 
Mr.SIMMONS, from the Committee on Pring. 


ing, reported in favor of printing a report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury; which was concurred 
in by the Senate, 

RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. ATCHISON submitted the following rego. 
lution; which, under the rule, lies one day on the 
table: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to cause the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office to inform tye 
Senate what registers and receivers of the land office jaye 
exacted fees not allowed by law; also, the names of such 
registers and receivers, together with the amount of foes 
so exacted, as far as the same has been ascertained by the 
Conimissioner ; and whether such ftes, soillegally exactog 
have been refunded, or ordered by the Commissioner ww pe 
refunded. F 

Mr. BREESE submitted the following resoly. 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be directed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a mail route from Palestine, in Crawford coun. 
ty, to Livingston, the county seat of Effingham county, hy 
Robinson, the county seat of Crawford county, and New. 


ton, the county seat of Jasper county, in the State of {ijj. 
nois. 


CHEROKEE INDIANS, 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr, 
JARNAGIN, yesterday, came up for consideraticn, 
and, after a few explanatory remarks by that gen. 
tleman, was agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, 
directed to report to the Senate, if there be any dadians of 
the Cherokee tribe remaining east of the Mississippi river, 
and if so, why they were not removed with that tribe in 
1837 and 1838. That he state whether or not the Cherokees 
now in the State of North Carolina, were allowed the rights 
of citizenship under the Cherokee treaty of 1835-36, and if 
the State of North Carolina did not, by an act of her Legis- 
lature, recognize said Indians as a part of the population of 
North Carolina; and whether this was not the reason said 
Indians were not removed west. ‘That he state whether 
any person has been appointed by the United States or any 
officer thereof, as enrolling agent for said Cherokees, when 
appointed, the duties assigned, and compensation allowed. 
How many persons, and who, have been engaged since the 
commencement of the year 1841, in and about the propor- 
tion, for the emigration of said Indians, by what authority 
engaged, and the amount of money paid out by the United 
States, and to whom paid, since the date aforesaid, in sub- 
sisting said Indians, and in all other matters pertaining to 
their emigration, so as to show the whole amount expended 
about said Indians since 1841, 


SPECIMENS OF NATURAL HISTORY. 


The resolution from the House, instructing the 
Library Committee to consider the expediency of 
adopting some system for the distribution of 
duplicate specimens of natural history, belonging 
to the Government of the United States, was taken 
up, read twice, and a motion made to refer it to 
the Committee on the Library. 

After a few remarks by Mr. TAPPAN, inti- 
mating thatit might not be expected that that 
committee would sanction any distribution untl 
after the classification of the specimens of natural 
history belonging to the Government was com- 
pleted, and the work in connection therewith, in 
course of preparation was published, the resolu- 
tion was referred to the Committee on the Li- 
brary. 

COMPROMISE ACT. 


The CHAIR announced the special order, being 
the consideration of the resolution reported from 
the Finance Committee, for the indefinite post- 
ponement of the bill introduced by Mr. McDur- 
FIE, for reducing the rates of duty under the pres- 
ent tariff to the standard of the compromise act. 

Mr. EVANS, who was entitled to the floor, 
was understood to express a wish that the sub- 
ject should be postponed tll Monday next. 

Mr. ARCHER, in view of the remarks made 
by the Senator from Maine, moved that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

Mr. McDUFFIE had no objection to the post- 
ponement desired; but suggested the propriety of 
placing the question in such a form before it was 
postponed as to enable Senators—such as desired 
it—to discuss the whole merits of the tariff, in- 
stead of restricting the debate to the preliminary 
question of senatorial jurisdiction over revenue 
bills. He was prepared so to modify his bill as 
to make the debate legitimately in order. 
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Mr. ARCHER intimated a desire, as also did | in the way, yet he was willing to see it repealed; 
Mr. MOREHEAD, to have the debate reopened || because, instead of preventing agitation, as it was 


upon the merits of the bill. 

any modification of the question, so as to bring 
the merits of the tariff legitimately in order before 
the Senate. 

Aftera few further remarks by Messrs. ARCH - 
ER, EVANS, and HUNTINGTON, 

Mr. HAYWOOD was understood to say that, 
if the debate on the merits of the tariff was not to 
be fully opened, but was to be restricted to the 
moinder by Mr. Evans, he should resist every 
effort to stop the debate. If the debate was to stop | 
on one side, it should also stop immediately on — 
the other. ; 

The subject was then postponed ti)l Monday 
next. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The Senate then agreed to the motion of Mr. 
Ancuer, and proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business; and, after some time spent 
therein, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 1, 1844. 


The Journal having been read, 

The SPEAKER announced the first business 
in order to be the report of the select committee 
on the rales, on which the gentleman from Ohio | 
[Mr. McCavs en] had the floor. 

Mr. PATTERSON asked the House to take 
up the resolution, submitted by him some days 
since, calling upon the Post Office Department 
for certain information, in order that he might 
amend it. 

The SPEAKER decided the motion to be out 
of order. 

Mr. McCAUSLEN, after a few remarks not 
heard, said it appeared to him that on this ques- | 
tion gentlemen in the Opposition had entirely mis- 
taken the character of this Government and the 
powers of this House. They seemed to imagine 
that this House was a great central power, over- 
shadowing all other departments of the Govern- 
ment,and centering in itself all the powers granted 
by the Constitution. He had been so fortunate 
—or,as some gentlemen may perhaps say, so 
unfortunate—as to have been taught ina different | 
school. Where was the great central power of 
thisGovernment? Wasit here, in the represent- 
ative branch of the national Legislature? No; it 
was in the people, where the power to wield the 
destinies of this Republic was centered; and Con- 
gress only derived its power in the second degree 
from the people. If he understood the nature 
of this Government, Congress was organized for 
the purpose of carrying out the powers granted 
by the States, or the people of the States, ina 
Stategapacity, and for the purpose of doing and 
performing certain things for the people or for 
the States. Then there was no limit to the power 
of Congress! Yes, there was. It was confined 
within limits and bounds, beyond which it could 
not pass. He would premise that he was occu- 


ferent from that of other gentlemen on both sides; 
and he acknowledged that he had not found that 
dificulty, where constitutional scruples are in- 
volved, that had been encountered by other gen- 
tlemen. He viewed the question clearly as one 
of expediency, and not of constitutional law, but 
one involving the best interests of the country. 
Ithad been said that, by refusing to receive 
petitions of a certain character, the House denied 
the right of petition. This wasa very plausible 
argument, he admitted, and was calculated to 
make a deep impression on party politics; but 
when he came to examine that question a little 
closer, it appeared to stand out in a different point 
of view. Now, what was the object of the dis- 
cussion on the passage of this rule? It was barely 
to decide the question of reception; and the adop- 
tion of the rule decided it. It was acting prospect- 
ively on petitions of a certain character; and it | 
was no less the action of the House because it 
was prospective. But this left the question open 
for designing men to mount it as a hobby, and 
ride it for their own selfish purposes; and though 


he voted for the rule, more because he was op- |, 
posed to agitating the question than for any other || 


reason, not finding any constitutional difficulties | 


pying a position on this question somewhat dif- | 


Mr. EVANS suggested the impossibility of '| for it. 


onsen nen 


supposed it would, furnished additional food 
He had remarked that some gentlemen, 
in discussing this question, seemed to mistake the 
nature of this Government;and, in order to show 
to them distinctly in what their mistake consist- 
ed, he would barely refer the louse to a remark 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr, Hup- 
son.] That gentleman had declared that Con- 


gress had the right of exclusive jurisdiction over | 


this District. This he denied. Congress had the 
exclusive power of legislation over the District— 
the power to make laws for it; but there were 


other Departments which had codrdinate juris- || 


diction with it, What was it that Congress had 
not the right todo? Why, it had not the right 
to prevent the people of this District from peti- 
tioning Congress. And whatelse had it no right 
to do? 


Was there 


| anything else Congress had no right to do? Yes, 


| there was. 
| his property in this District. Gentlemen seem to 
| have forgotten that there were conditions which 
| limited the power of Congress inthis matter. He 





} 
| 
! 
| 
} 
| 
i 


| departments of the Government! 


It had no right to deprive a man of 


would refer gentlemen to the clause of the Con- 
stitution which appeared to him to cover the en- 
tire ground. The Constitution provided that no 
person ‘* shall be deprived of life, liberty, or prop- 
erty, without due process of law; nor shall pri- 
vate property be taken for public use without just 
compensation.’’ 

Now, how could the people of this District be 
deprived of their property? By the act of Con- 
gress? No; that question was to be settled by 
another branch of the Government now sitting in 
the Capitol—the Supreme Court of the United 


no right to enter upon and discharge the duties 
of another department of the Government; and 
when gentlemen said that they had the right to 
deprive the citizens of this District of their prop- 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 


{ 


Why, Congress could not abridge the | 
freedom of speech or of the press. 


+} 


erty, why, they usurped functions that did not | 


| belong to them, and established a perfect despot- 


ism. Gentlemen seemed to forget that there are 
other departments in the Government which are 
sustained by, and dependent on, the Constitution 
of the United States. 
Congress present to the world, if they attempted 
to arrogate to themselves all the powers of all the 


Why, they 


would not only make themselves ridiculous in the | 


| eyes of their constituents, but of the whole world, 


3ut let us examine for a moment what kind of 
a thing this abolition hobby is—for he considered 
it one of the veriest hobby horses that ever was 
ridden by a political demagogue. What was it? 
Why, it presented itself in different portions of 
the Union, under various forms and various dis- 
guises. Sometimes it had been ridden double; 


and under the passage of the 2lst rule, it had | 
kicked up; and now what was called the liberty | 


party had set up for themselves, and that was 
become a great question. 


Mr. M. here read the foliowing extract from 
the Baltimore Sun: 


“ ComPLIMENTARY.—Mr. Lloyd Garrison, in the last 
Liberator, says: ‘ Morally speaking, | am more and more 


party, as such,in New England, is utterly unprincipled, 
and the most insidious, and therefore the most dangerous 
foe with which genuine anti-slavery has to contend.’ ” 


He then proceeded to reply to the position taken 
by other gentlemen on this subject, more espe- 
cially on that part of the subject which embraces 
the right of petition; and contended that it would 
be the least evil to receive and refer and report 
upon these petitions. They were told that, if this 
course were adopted, they should be flooded with 
these petitions; but he could not concagge that the 
state of things could be much worse Man it was 
at present. There was, he knew,a committee in 
one part of this country engaged in the prepara- 


tion of petitions that would evade the rule: and || 
. >. . . 
| hence it was better to meet the subject fairly; for 


so long as they attempted to smother the ques- 
tion, political demagogues would take advantage 
of the circumstances. He glanced at the course 
pursued by England on this subject—a nation pos- 


He had proof—and | 
| proof that gentlemen must acknowledge to be 
correct—to show that this liberty party was gotten || 
| up for political purposes, 


| 
| 
| 
i 
it 
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| her own white population. The fact he appre- 

hended to be, that England deemed the question 
of slavery to be the one by which she could the 
more easily assail the principles of our Govern- 


ment. It was not simply a question of philan- 
thropy with that nation; for, if it were, she had 
objects enough on whom it could be exercised in 
her people, who had, unfortunately, less comforts 
than the slaves of the South. [le spoke of the 
Government of England as tyrannical and oppres- 


} 
\ 


| 


| Sive to her own people; and he intimated that, 


amongst the opposition in this House, there was 
a coincidence of public policy which was nota 
little remarkable—a policy which would oppress 
the people with high protective tariffs, national 
banks, and other systems which amounted to class 
legislation. 

He pursued this subject until he was cut short 


|| by the expiration of his hour. 


Messrs. GIDDL.ACS, and SEYMOUR of Con- 


necticut simultaneously rose; and, after some con- 


| versation as to who was entitled to the floor, the 


| 


Speaker assigned it to 

Mr. GIDDINGS, who proceeded to observe 
that he had scarcely expected an opportunity to 
address the House again upon this question, in- 
asmuch as he had made some ineffectual attempts 
to get the floor; but, having at length succeeded, 
he would now commence the course of remarks 
which be proposed to submit to the House; and, 
in doing so, he would first take leave to express 
the gratification he felt at the manner in which 
the discussion of this important question had 
been conducted; for he considered it an important 
question as it regarded the future destinies of this 
country; at the cool and deliberate and dispas- 


| sionate manner in which gentlemen from the vari- 


| ous sections of the country had seen fit to meet 
States; and by due process of law. Congress had | 


as friends, and compare their ideas upon this sub- 


| ject, which had been so frequently called an in- 


| 
} 


| 
| 
} 


| 


| approaching a ver 


cendiary and exciting subject, and one which 
ought not to be discussed. It gave him great 


|| gratification, for it showed him that they were 


different state of things; that 
the time had arrived when they could meet in 
that Hall as statesmen, worthy of the name, and 


| ina spirit of confidence and generosity of feel- 


| 
| 
'} 
| 


What a spectacle would | 


| 





ing, compare their sentiments, and come to a 
mutual understanding. He hailed the present 


| appearances as the harbinger of better times; and 
| he believed the country would rejoice at the in- 


dications which had been manifested here. 
As far as he was individually concerned, he 
was not ignorant of the feeling which existed in 


| regard to himself personally; but he intended 


that if gentlemen carried beyond that Hall a feel- 


| ing of ill will or hostility towards him, it should 


not be attributed to any want of courtesy or dis- 
position on his part to wound the feelings ear 
gentleman; and if the course of remark which 


| he felt compelled to follow upon this question 





gave offense 
The SPEAKER announced the expiration of 
the morning hour; and 
Mr. McKAY then called for the orders of the 


|| day. 


TRANSFER OF NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS. 

After some conversation’ as to the precise ques- 
tion pending, it was determined by the Speaker 
to be upon an amendment proposed by Mr. M. 
I 


'| Brown, to add the following: 
convinced by inquiry and couversation, that the liberty || 


Nor shall such transfer be made from any head of appro- 


|| priation which may require another appropriation at avy 
| future time to supply the deficiency occasioned by such 
|| transfer. 


| 


Mr. M. BROWN said he had no desire that 


|| the question should be taken in any form which 
'| would avoid a direct vote upon the question of 


authorizing these transfers. The operation of the 
bill, if he correctly understood it, would be to take 
from a fund which might be supplied by another 
appropriation; in fact it was in reality a bill for 
the purpose of increasing appropriations for the 

resent fiscal year. And it was becanse he be- 
Freved such would be the effect of the bill, that he 


‘| had proposed the amendment. 


Mr. PARMENTER remarked that there waa 


| a provision in the bill whith would accomplish 


the very purpose which the gentleman designed 


‘to effect by his amendment. ‘The bill itself pro- 
| vided that no transfer should be made from any 


| fund of which the unexpended bajance would be 


sessing great regard for liberty while she enslaved || required within the fiscal year. The object of 
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the gentleman was a proper one} but the amend- | Mr. C. JOHNSON said he had no objection ! Mr. C. JOHNSON said that the 
| that all other bills should be postponed except the | 


ment was liable, from the broad terms in which 
it was couched, to be misunderstood. He could 
inform the gentleman that it would not be neces- 
sary to make any appropriations to supply a de- 
ficiency occasioned by a transfer during the fiscal 
year, 

Mr. BARNARD made a few remarks in sup- 
port of the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were then taken; and result- 
ed—yeas 105, nays 58; as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Adams, Atkinson, Barringer, Barnard, 
Belser, Benton, Bidiack, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Aaron 
V. Brown, Milton Brown, Burke, Burt, Campbell, Cary, 
Carroll, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Cling- 
man, Cobb, Coles, Collamer, Cranston, Cullom, Dana, Gar- 
rett Davis, John W. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dick- 
inson, Dillingham, Dromgooie, Duncan, Ficklin, Fish, Flor- 
ence, Foot, French, Frick, Giddings, Willis Green, Grider, 
Hale, Haralson, Harper, Henley, Hopkins, Houston, Hud- 
son, Hughes, Hungerford, Washington Hunt, James B. 
Hunt, Jameson, Jenks, Cave Johnson, Perley B. Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Daniel P. King, La 
branche, Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, McClelland, MeCler- 
nand, McConnell, Mclivaine, Morse, Moseley, Nes, New- 
ton, Payne, Ramsey, Rathburn, Rayner, Charles M. Reed, 
David 8. Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Robinson, Rogers, Schenck, 
Senter, Severance, Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, Stiles, Stone, 
Summers, Thomasson, Thompson, Tilden, Tyler, Vanme- 
ter, Vinton, Wheaton, White, and Joseph A. Wright—105. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashe, Beardsley, Blackwell, Bossier, 
Brodhead, William J. Brown, Campbell, Catlin, Chilton, 
Richard D. Davis, Dean, Duniap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Fos- 
ter, Gilmer, Grinnell, Hamlin, Herrick, Hubbell, Charles J. 


Causien, McDowell, McKay, Marsh, Mathews, Edward J. 
Morris, Murphy, Owen, Parmenter, Patterson, Elisha R. 
Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Relfe, Russell, Saunders, Thomas H. 
Seymour, David L. Seymaqur, Simpson, Slidell, Stetson 
John Stewart, Strong, Sykes, Taylor, Tibbatts, Weller, 
Williams, Wilkins, Winthrop, Wise, and Yost—58. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
to be read a third time now; and it was read ac- 
cordingly. 

On the question of its passage, the yeas and 


nays were taken, and resulted—yeas 101, nays | 


68; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Ashe, Atkinson, Bar- | 


ringer, Beardsley, James A. Black, Edward J. Black, Bos- 
sier, Bower, Bowlin, Brodhead, Milton Brown, William J. 
Brown, Buffington, Burt. Caldwell, Campbell, Cary, Car- 
roll, Catlin, Chappell, Chilton, Clingman, Coles, Collamer, 
Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, Dean, Dillingham, Drom- 
goole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Eimer, Farlee, Foster, Frick, 
Gilmer, Byram Green, Grinnell, Hale, Herrick, Holmes, 
Hopkins, Hubard, Hubbell, Hughes, Charles J. Ingersoll, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jameson, Daniel P. King, Pres- 
ton King, Kirkpatrick, Labranche, Leonard, McCauslen, 
McDowell, Melivaine, McKay, Marsh, Edward J. Morris, 
Murphy, Nes, Owen, Parmenter, Elrsha R. Potter, Emery 
D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Relfe, Rhett, Ritter, Robinson, Rus- 
sell, Sample, Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. 
Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Steenrod, Stetson, John Stew- 
art, Stone, Strong, Svkes, Taylor, Thomasson, Thompson, 
Tibbatts, Weller, Wheaton, White, Williams, Wilkins, 
Winthrop, Wise, William Wright, and Yost—101. 
NAYS—Messrs. Barnard, Belser, Benton, Blackwell, 


Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Milton Brown, Burke, Reuben || 


Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Cranston, Cullom, Dana, 
John W. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dougias, Ficklin, 
Fish, Florence, Foot, French, Giddings, Grider, Hamlin, 
Haralson, Hardin, Harper, Houston, Hudson, Hungerford, 
Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Jenks, Cave Johnson, 
Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Lewis, Lucas, Lumpkin, McClelland, McConnell, Ma- 
thews, Moseley, Newton, Norris, Patterson, Payne, Ram- 
sey, Rathbun, Rayner, Charles M. Reed, David 8. Reid, 
Schenck, Senter, Severanee, Slidell, Albert Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Robert Smith, Stephens, Summers, Tyler, Van- 
meter, Vinton, and Joseph A. Wright—68. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. BELSER desired permission to inquire of 
the chairman of the Committee of Elections when 
it was intended to move to take up the report 
made by that committee on the subject of the re- 
turn of members elected by general ticket for con- 
sideration, 

Mr. ELMER rose to reply, but was prevented 
by 

Mr. HUGHES, who moved that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, for the purpose of taking 
up the resolution reported from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs respecting Oregon. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL moved a reconsidera- 
tion of the vote which had just been taken upon 
the passage of the naval appropriation transfer 
bill, and demanded the previous question. 

The demand for the previous question not be- 
ing seconded, the motion was lost. 

Mr. OWEN desired the postponement of all 
other business, in order to go into committee in 
yursuance of the motion of the gentleman from 

lissouri. 





first upon the order of the day, which was that 
in relation to the Wyandott Indians. 

The question being upon the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill, it was taken,and decided 
in the affirmative. 

The question upon the passage of the bill was 
then put, and decided affirmatively. 

Mr. CARY, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 


George W. Allen and Reuben Allen; which was 1 


referred to the Committee of the Whole, and made 
the order of the day for to-morrow. 

Mr. HUGHES renewed his motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole; which motion prevailed, 


and the House resolved itself into committee, | 


(Mr. Campse tu in the chair.) 

Mr. HUGHES then moved to take up the res- 
olution relative to Oregon; and upon this motion 
a division was called for; and the vote being taken 
by tellers,( Messrs.CLtincmanand McCLernanp,) 
resulted thus—59 in the affirmative, and 60 in the 
negative. 

So the committee refused to consider the reso- 
lution. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. McKAY moved to take up House bill 


| (No. 29) making appropriations for the Indian 


= } aT) e . rhic 3 rree >. 
Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll,Preston King, Leonard, Mc- | | dey artment; which wa agreed te 


The bill having been read, 
Mr. C. JOHNSON said he had an amendment 


which he had been instructed by the Committee 


on Indian Affairs to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the rule required 
the bill to be acted on by clauses, and the gentle- 
man must reserve his amendment until the clause 
it applied to was reached. 

After some conversation between Messrs. C. 
JOHNSON, DROMGOOLE, and DICKEY, 

The Clerk proceeded with reading the bill by 
clauses, till he came to the following clause: 

For the necessary buildings required at the several agen- 


cies, and repairs thereof authorized by the act of June 18, 
1834, $2,000, 


Mr. McK AY moved to strike out this item 


| Since the bill was reported, he had learned from 


the Commissioner of Indian Affairs that there 
would be an unexpended balance of a former ap- 
propriation on his hands sufficient for the objects 


| in that item of the appropriations to last during 


the present fiscal year. 
The motion was agreed to, and the clause was 


| stricken out. 


| The Clerk continued reading till he came to the 
| following clause: 


For permanent annuity stipulated in the fourth article 


of the treaty of August7, 1791. 


of the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means what was the consideration which the 
Government received for the permanent annuity 
which was proposed to be given in this article? 
Mr. McKAY replied that it was impossible for 
him to say at this moment what induced the stip- 
ulation in this orany other treaty the Government 
had entered into. All he could now say was that 
he and two other members of the committe care- 


fully compared the items in this bill, with the | 


treaty stipulations on which they were based, 
and found them to be correct. The treaty was 
made by the Executive, with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, and was the law of the land; 


| and the faith of the Government was pledged to 
| fulfill it. The gentleman could refer to the treaty 


and ascertain this matter for himself. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said he would ask the gentle- 
man if the condition was not for the return of ne- 
groes, and for which they were now making this 


*PeevrEees of money? 


Ir. McKAY said that he had no information 
on this subject further than what he had already 
given. wee gentleman was much more deeply 


| interested in matters of this sort than he was; 


| clause. 


and he was surprised that he had not made him- 
self acquainted with such facts as were necessary 
for his purpose. . 

Mr. GIDDINGS then moved to strike out the 
He read extracts from treaties to show 


| sonal assault on the gentleman. 


| apology to make to the member from Alabama, 
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| ical capital out of this matter. It was well known 
| that the appropriation was in pursuance of the 


Mr. GIDDINGS said he should like to inquire | 
| for years, and the payments annually madg; and 


| ritory ceded by the Indians. 
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wileeeas ; 
not stated the objects of the treaty correctly 4! 


sum stipulated was to pay the Indians for g Jar 
tract of land which they had ceded to the Gon 
ernment, and not for the purpose the gentlema, 
stated. There were stipulations that the Indians 
should pay for the negroes and other property 
they had stolen; and this was to be deducte, 
from the price of the land, and that was all. 


The next was as follows: 


For permanent annuity, stipulated in the secon 
of the treaty of 16th June, 1802, $3,000. 


Mr.GIDDINGS made a like motion and speed), 
on this item. 

Mr. PAYNE denied that this sum was paid 
for slaves,and said it was for the land which the 
ceded to the General Government. The object of 
the gentleman from Ohio was quite as fair in this 
as it wag in reading a letter of Cassius M, Clay 
to his constituents, in a way to induce them to 
believe that it was written by Elenry Clay, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE wished the House and the 
country to understand, that the gentleman from 
Ohio had made a motion to strike out an item of 
this bill, which was, in effect, a motion to violate 
the public faith; and on this he had hung a speech 
for political effect. If the gentleman was not jn 
earnest, (as he had a right to presume he was hot, 
by withdrawing the first motion,) his object wag 
to trifle with the House by making a speech for 
political effect. One or the other of these objects 
the gentleman had in view, and he wished the 
country to understand it. It was either to violate 
a treaty stipulation, and break the pledged faith 
of the nation; or else to get in a speech for polit. 
ical effect, based on a fictitious motion. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said that he was here as the 
Representative of freemen, with a high moral 
duty to perform, and was not to be deterred from 
the discharge of it by personal assaults, 

Mr. DROMGOOLE., Surely I made no per- 
I said nothing 
that was not strictly parliamentary. 

Mr. GIDDINGS contended that he had aright 
to bring this matter to the notice of the country; 
and he wished them to be informed that one of 
the conditions on which this treaty was made was 
the payment for captured slaves. He had ao 


d article 


for he stood fearless in the discharge of his duty, 
and was not to be intimidated by anything that 
could be said on this floor. Having attained the 
object he had in view, he would withdraw his 
motion, 

Mr. PAYNE replied that the gentleman was 
mistaken in supposing that he could make polit- 


stipulations of a treaty that had been in existence 


f ter- 
As to the stipula- 
tion of payment for slaves, it was for slaves they 
had stolen, and was on the same principle that 
rovision was made for other stolen property to 
e deducted out of the money to be paid the In- 
dians. As to the gentieman saying that he owed 
him no apology, why, he would scorn to accept 
one from him. 
The CHAIRMAN said that it was not in order 
to make personal allusions. 
Mr. PAYNE would refrain, on this occasion, 


that the consideration was for a large trac 





| from saying what his feelings would induce him 
| to say; and barely add, that the facts being now 
| known, the gentleman might make what political 


that this item was stipulated to be paid to the H 


Creek nation for the return of negro slaves. 


| Having made his explanation, he withdrew his 
' motion. 


capital he pleased of it. 

r. GIDDINGS was proceeding to reply, 
when he was called to order, on the ground that 
there was no motion before the committee. 

Mr. HARALSON observed that he would pro- 
pose to the House to allow the gentleman from 
Ohio full liberty to write out a speech, and circu- 
late it among his own constituents, and make 
what political capital he pleased of it. This would 
be a great saving of time to the House; and he 
therefore moved that the committee rise. 


The committee then rose, and the House then 


_ adjourned. 





The following petitions presented to-day were handed to 
the reporters by the members presenting them : 

By Mr. NORRIS: The memorial of General John Me- 
Neil, asking for arrears of pension on account of wounds 
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